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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	guava fruit can be utilized to create a valuable product, opening up opportunities for self-employment through the establishment of small-scale processing units.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	OK
	

	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.


	OK
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	What is the meaning of RTS or ND? Please give more detail of these abbreviation.
>> I was wondering about the sensory evaluation of product. Please give more details: Why did you use 10 panelists in the acceptance quality, Who are they, How to prepare sample and serve. Do you keep temperature of sample or not, the amount of sample for 1 panelist, do you use rinse water or what kind of material that you use to clear the mouth before next sample. The meaning of 9 point hedonic scale stand for?
>> Would it be great if if you provided a mean with standard deviation and also the statistical analysis of the data as shown in Table 1 and Table 2?

>> What is the experimental design that you used in this study?
	

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

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


	OK
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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