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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 research highlights the nutritional value of Guava and aligns with promotion beverages that ensures good health by replacing sugar with natural sweeteners. Additionally, the research is demonstrating the available market potential of the formulated beverage.
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	Yes, however the researcher should include detailed recipe that they were using to formulate the beverages. Furthermore, the researcher should sufficiently explain how is the processing of the fruits into beverages is also affecting the physiochemical characteristics of the fruits to ensure that there are no national losses during production.
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	The research needs additional references. The researcher should compare results from their study to literature. For example, how does the ascorbic acid of the beverages or the raw fruits deviate from the results found by other researchers and what caused the observed differences?
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