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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 (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.


	This manuscript is very vital to the whole scientific community as it contributes to the body of knowledge in terms of utilizing natural resources for their therapeutic properties and contributing to the overall health of the body just by using very affordable and accessible products. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title lacks a quantitative verb as well as the population, I would suggest that the author may consider the following: Evaluation of the In Vitro Antioxidant and Sensory Properties of Herbal Tea Premix Formulated with Green Tea (Camellia sinensis), Cinnamon (Cinnamomum verum), Ginger (Zingiber officinale), Basil (Ocimum sanctum), Ashwagandha (Withania somnifera), and Jaggery (Saccharum officinarum). 
· Author can decide not to include either the common names or scientific names if the title seems to have lots of words
	

	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.


	The abstract should be reviewed that it should align with the following format: it should start with the introduction ( just to give the brief introduction of the topic under investigation), it should be then followed by the purpose of the study, methods that have been utilized, results that have been obtained of each objective carried out and the overall conclusion. 
· The purpose can be reviewed in line to the suggested topic, if author agrees to refine it.

· Add the methods in the abstract before present results.

· Results are well presented, but author may summarise a bit so that the abstract can only have between 150-300 words.
· Key words are well articulated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but author can try to revamp on the following points:
Introduction 

· The first two sentences of the introduction require citations to indicate where the author obtain those statements.

· Try to use latest reference at least from 2015 up to date.

Materials and methods
· Indicate the location/ area name where the materials were sourced

· On the preparation: revise to how the materials were prepared, it should be in past tense. Narrate it the past 10 as what exactly was done and how it was done during the preparation of the tea mix. 

· Revise methodology to indicate the procedures of each objective you have carried out like to show what was done during raw material analysis, physiochemical properties etc. You can have a heading as “Methodology” the sub-heading of each objective you carried out and each sub-heading should have its procedure. Remove the statement under methodology, and you can refine some of the statements to under preparation.
· Preparation should be a sub-heading under methodology. 

· Phytochemical analysis should follow the physiochemical properties, so that the therapeutic properties be the last.

Discussion:
· This statement is not clear, revise it: The experiment analysed the herbal tea premix by conducting phytochemical examinations and antioxidant assessments while performing sensory tests and microbial safety evaluations.

· Try to discuss your study results comparing it with other similar studies. What was your results, how is comparable with other studies that are similar to yours? Do the results agree with other similar studies, or do they disagree? if it does disagree, what have your study done that other didn’t do or what do you suggest could be a probable for the disagreement? Maybe could be the methodology adopted by your study or theirs, maybe could be type of material used etc. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient, researcher may just add the ones suggested seems to be missing in the introduction
	

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


	The English is suitable, just few minors in restructuring the statements to past tense.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically valid and carry a potential in communicating some therapeutic properties of natural product. Researcher may refine on presenting results using graphs and figures. Also consider formulating hypothesis/ hypotheses and analysing the obtained data. 
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	Author’s Feedback (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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