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oyoulike(ordislike)thismanuscript? Aminimumof3-
4 sentencesmayberequiredforthispart.

Themanuscript offers valuableinsightsinto thewinequalityresultingfromblendingcashew
appleandaonlajuices, but significant revisions are required. The abstract lacks proper structure,
and the methodologyneedsmoredetailon fermentation conditions. Results presentation should be
clearer, with the inclusion ofvisualaids, and thestatisticalmethods mustbebetterexplained
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Here are some subjective and technical deficiencies identified in the manuscript "Effect of blending
cashew apple (Anacardiumoccidentale L.) and aonla (EmblicaofficinalisGaertn.) juice on quality of wine
during storage," based on ARRB's author guidelines:

1. Lack of Clarity and Organization in Abstract:

Abstract, lines 1-15

Issue: The abstract lacks clear organization into distinct sections such as Aims, Methodology, Results,
and Conclusion. This reduces clarity and makes it harder to follow.

2. Redundant Information:
Introduction, lines 24-36

Issue: There is repetition about the nutritional value and antioxidant properties of cashew apple and
aonla. The manuscript would benefit from conciseness and focus on essential background details.

3. Overgeneralized Statements:

Introduction, lines 55-59

Issue: The manuscript includes general statements about the benefits of wine for health without
sufficient citation of supporting studies, which can be considered speculative.

4. Improper Referencing Format:

Throughout the manuscript, especially in the References section, page 10

Issue: References do not consistently adhere to the ARRB format. For example, journal names and
issue numbers should follow a standard format.

5. Ambiguity in Experimental Methodology:
Materials and Methods, lines 1-15, page 5

Issue: There is insufficient detail on the yeast strain used and specific fermentation conditions. This lack
of detail affects reproducibility.

6. Incorrect Use of Units and Symbols:

Tables and Results section, Table 1, page 7

Issue: Symbols for measurements, such as "°Brix" and "%" for percentages, are inconsistently
presented. Following a standard format (e.g., space between number and unit) would improve
readability.

7. Inconsistent Terminology:

Results, line 29, page 8

Issue: The terminology for sugar content (T.S.S., total sugars, reducing sugars) should be consistently
used and defined early in the manuscript for clarity.

8. Lack of Statistical Analysis Explanation:

Results section, throughout, pages 8-9
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