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PART 1:Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer'scomment

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthat part
inthe manuscript.Iltismandatorythat authorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback

here)

Pleasewrite afew
sentencesregardingtheimportance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity . Whyd

o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript? Aminimumof3-

eThemanuscriptprovidesscientificknowledgeaboutfruitsorvegetableswithpotentialhealthbenefits.

Thejuicecombinationscouldbetreated morestatistically.

eAgreaterdiscussionoftheresultsisrequired,astowhytheywereobtained,notjustpresentingthem
andcontrastingthemwithotherscientificworkssimilartothismanuscript.

4 sentencesmayberequiredforthispart.

A moreadhocscientific writingshouldbeproposed, asinascientificjournal.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Thetitleshouldbemoreextensive.Notonlytheantioxidant content
wasevaluated.Animprovedtitle wouldbe:

“DEVELOPMENTAND PHYSICAL,CHEMICALAND SENSORIALCHARACTERIZATION OF
POMEGRANATEAND BEETROOTJUICE”

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou

suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthi

s section? Please writeyoursuggestionshere.

Theabstract couldbeimprovedbystarting withthepurposeofthe
workandweighingintoaccountthe
resultsineachofthesectionsormethodsused.Theauthorsneverspecifywhat amlais?

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate?

Yes.

Pleasewrite afew
sentencesregardingthescientific

correctnessofthismanuscript. Whydoyouthinktha

t
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica
[ly sound? Aminimumof3-
4sentencesmayberequired forthispart.

« ltisscientificallysolidduetothedeterminationsof
antioxidantsandthehandlingofcombinationsthat weremadefrom fruit andvegetablejuices.

e Duetotheapplicationofthesensorypanel,althoughtheauthorsneverspecifiedhow
theyweretrained underwhatmethodology.

« Duetothedeterminationof anthocyaninsthatcouldexplainmuchofthebehaviourofthecombination
ofjuices,butthattheauthorscouldnotexplaincorrectlyinthediscussions.

« Duetothephysicalandchemicalteststhatwereconsistentatalltimeswiththefoodmaterialused.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhav
e suggestionsofadditional
references,pleasemention them
inthereviewform.

Referencesshouldbeincreased.Manyofthem
areold,soitissuggestedthattheybeupdated,especially
thoseappliedtothemethodsfordeterminingpolyphenols,anthocyaninsandantioxidantactivity.Th
e suggestionistolookforthesametechniquesusedbysearchingin morerecent articles.

Minor REVISION comments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications?

Yes.
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Optional/Generalcomments

Themanuscriptcanbeimprovedinwritinginvariouspartsofit. Themanuscriptisattachedwith
commentballoonsateachpoint andsectionofit.

The manuscript may be accepted for publication in the journal, provided that the authors make
the changes suggested by the reviewer
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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