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	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.


	This manuscript offers an important contribution by investigating the incorporation of bael fruit, a traditional ingredient rich in bioactive compounds, into the development of ready-to-drink beverages. It presents valuable findings on nutritional composition and sensory acceptability, both of which are critical for creating healthier alternatives to conventional drinks. The outcomes highlight the potential of bael juice in the modern food industry, demonstrating how traditional resources can be successfully integrated with technological innovation. The work also opens up avenues for future research on the valorization of underutilized fruits into functional products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat protracted, and the term "Health Beverage" is overly general and subjective. In scientific research, more neutral terms are to be preferred, such as "functional" or "RTS (ready-to-serve)". The following proposal is hereby submitted: "Preparation and standardization of RTS functional beverages from orange juice and Bael fruit".
	

	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.


	In the abstract jumps from the properties of the fruit to the recipes, and then to the analysis, without a clear order (purpose → method → results → conclusion). The findings of the study are not precise, as it states that "the treatments containing 20% beal fruit juice and 80% fruit juice have the highest values", yet it remains ambiguous as to which values these refer to. The objective of the study should be clearly articulated, namely the preparation and standardization of an RTS beverage derived from bael and orange. The samples (T1, T2, T3) and their respective compositions should then be delineated. The study's primary findings, encompassing nutritional parameters and sensory evaluation, should be presented. Ultimately, the conclusion that T2 was the optimal variant should be emphasized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is imperative to note the utilization of terminology in the article, as "beal" is employed in several instances in lieu of "Bael". This requires rectification to ensure precision.

In point 2.1, a concise account of the fruits is necessary, encompassing their provenance, distinctive attributes and the processes undergone during their production.

In point 2.2, the precise temperature at which the storage took place remains ambiguous. The statement "was stored at a temperature between 6 and –9°C" does not clarify whether the storage occurred at sub-zero temperatures.

It is evident that no microbiological tests were conducted for the purpose of ensuring food safety and stability.

Completion of the data on shelf stability is a prerequisite for the results. Shelf stability is defined as the evolution of quality over time during storage.

In the conclusions, the expression "offering digestive and antioxidant benefits" is not substantiated by the data presented. In the absence of precise metrics, the statement appears to be excessively general.
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	Yes, the references are valid.
	

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


	The article under review demonstrates a linguistic quality that is appropriate for academic discourse.
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