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	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.


	The study is interesting from a medicinal perspective; it demonstrates the potential of Mentha piperita, and the results of this study are proof of this. The document is well-written, and easy to read; however, it contains some grammatical and typo errors. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but can modify by including toxicological profiles too
	

	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.


	Adequate 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes 
	

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


	Some grammatical errors are present 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Mentha piperita has to be abbreviated throughout the manuscript after the first time.

Introduction is too broad and long. So authors need to compress it to a single page.

In material and methods, principle and procedures need to be joined. Appear like a thesis.

Study design, study area, and study period are missing

Taxonomic identification and herbarium number of the plant, authenticated at the national level missing.

Collection and processing of plant is missing

Extraction is not mentioned

Results are well written 


The discussion needs to be improved; some aspects need further elaboration, and there is other information unrelated to the discussion of the findings. 
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