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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Current research works could be an adulteration awareness to society through simple experiments and presenting those results among rural and also urban regions through programs. These methods can also be taught at schools and colleges for them to quality check themselves and protest for consumer rights. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would suggest Title can be modified into Qualitative detection of different tea adulterants and quantification of caffeine in commercial products of ........region. 


	

	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.


	Abstract isn't according to journal's guidelines. Abstract has only introductory points rather than brief of the work. It has to be entirely re written


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically prelim yet the following additions can be done for scientific significance, Anova for data is necessary rather than crude data. Caffeine value estimation method or formula needs to be mentioned only extraction method is provided in methodology. Caffeine purity needs to be checked. Table 4 description isn't provided in methodology yet mentioned in results, kindly provide results for the work performed and avoid manipulative or duplicate results. Discussion part is widely missing, incorporating it would make the work more significant. Hepato or Renal Cell or relative line studies can be done for high tea caffeine induced disruptions. Similarly human effects by coal tar, Catechu or tea dyes can be studied since the entire work is preliminary based on qualitative and quantitative results.  


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More recent Reference needs to be incorporated, specifically from discussion part. 
	

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


	The language is simple English of understandable and readable type for common readers and non-native English speakers. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript should be according to journal's guidelines like font, alignment, and formats. In Introduction part current work narratives must also be incorporated. Literature review need not be required for Manuscript, suggestion would be to incorporate few application based Literature review in introduction itself as a small paragraph. Also Entire materials and methods and Conclusion can be in narrative rather points to maintain article standard. Pictures needed to be labelled and edited for article standard. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer Details:

Jennifer Valentina. J, PSGR Krishnammal College for Women, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

