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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The results of this research may be relevant for the household or small-scale 
beverage industry, as it solely involves the mixing of fresh juice. However, the 
research is inadequate in order to make a meaningful contribution to the broader 
industry due to the absence of processing technology. Sensory attributes would 
be influenced by processing, such as heat treatment. This study is also inadequate 
for use as a reference due to the absence of a comprehensive discussion of the 
science that underlies the sensory attribute distinctions between beverage 
formulations. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title and the content do not seem to align with journal name: Journal of 
Advances in Biology & Biotechnology. No experiment involving advance 
technology in biology and biotechnology is presented. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is not comprehensive. Abstract should consist of objective, 
context (addressed research gap/novelty offered), methods, results, 
conclusion including potential implications of the study 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Materials and methods: The present study was conducted at the Post Graduate and 
Research Center within the department of Foods and Nutrition at Professor Jayashankar 
Telangana State Agriculture University which is located in Rajendranagar, Hyderabad, 
India. 
 
The statement in the section does not represent materials or methods. 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

 
The study has limited scientific and technological depth. The work appears to not 
meet the rigorous standards of innovation. Further developing the research with 
more robust methodologies and substantial findings before resubmission is 
recommended. Additionally, the manuscript would benefit from a more thorough 
review of existing research to properly contextualize the findings and demonstrate 
how they contribute to the biology and biotechnology area, which is the main 
scope of the journal. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

The manuscript has a significant lack of references to relevant and recent 
literature (only 8 references cited). Comprehensive citations are essential for 
supporting arguments and situating the finding of the study within the broader 
academic discourse. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
The language used is sufficient; however, there is room for improvement in order 
to improve its readability. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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