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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.


	Evaluation of the safety of extracts derived from natural sources in well conducted toxicity studies is vital to ensuring that these products are safe for consumption by both humans and animals.  In addition, as mentioned by the authors, this data is often required for regulatory purposes.
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	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.
	Yes the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, appropriate guidelines were chosen and 
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	This is a very well written manuscript! I only have a few comments.

Introduction – the sentence that starts with “these results showed attenuating effects….inhibition of Zembrin®” seems to be incomplete?
2.2 Assays –I recommend that in the paragraph describing the in vitro micronucleus test, the method used to calculate the RICC should either be described or states that it was calculated as per the guidelines.

In the in vivo mouse MN assay, there is a statement that the maximal tolerable does was evaluated in a preliminary study in which death appears to have been an endpoint.  Death as an endpoint is not acceptable so I suggest rephrasing this sentence unless the preliminary assay actually used death as an endpoint, then I would suggest outlining why this was an appropriate endpoint. In this same paragraph, it is stated that only male mice were used, please add the justification for this. 
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