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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	Discussion section is very small not all result is discuss enough.
Data Entry Errors in Tables (Sensory Evaluation)
· Table 6 (45 Days) Taste score for T8: “36.98” – This is a data error and should be corrected.

· Table 7 (60 Days) Taste score for T8: “17.67” – Again, implausibly high, likely a typo or copy-paste mistake

·  Recommendation: Recheck and correct these values using the original sensory data.

Inconsistent Variety Name in Conclusion
· Conclusion claims: “The guava variety 'VNR Bihi', possibly associated with T3, appeared to yield the best results...”
· But T3 = Lalit + 750g sugar, while T9 = VNR Bihi + 750g sugar.

Fix: Ensure the correct variety is linked with each treatment. This mix-up contradicts your Results and Discussion sections.

Several sentences are too long and repetitive. Example from the Discussion:

"Overall, the study highlights that both the variety of guava used and the treatment applied significantly affect the quality, shelf stability, and acceptability of guava jelly..."
· This same sentence is repeated almost verbatim in the Abstract, Discussion, and Conclusion.

 Tip: Rephrase or reduce repetition for better flow and impact
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