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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.
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	Title

Development and Evaluation of Mulberry Herbal Tea with Different Flavours

Succinct Description of the Study

The study, “Development and Evaluation of Mulberry Herbal Tea with Different Flavours" largely focuses on improving the health benefits and sensory appeal (taste). Seven varieties of teas namely, pudhina, ginger, jeera, cardamom, lemongrass, vanilla and cocoa have been treated to mulberry leaves. Systematic experimental design has been conducted. Among the 20 point hedonic scale, pudina scored the overall acceptability. This is being followed by jeera and ginger. Besides the acceptability of the three, pudina, jeera and ginger give health benefits. They also indicate potential for commercial growth.

Review Points (Concerns)

1. Criteria for panel of judges are not mentioned. Since this is a study which primarily focuses on health and societal acceptance, a selection criteria/mechanism could have been mentioned. Also, the question lingers whether they were informed about the flavours they were subjected to. This could create a bias.

2. A brief about the scaling/methodology/design could have been mentioned. (Eg: Mint(Pudina) was the most preferred treatment, scoring the highest (15.28±1.24). An article should be understandable for a layman – at least partially.

3. The quantity and quality of flavours treated could have been mentioned.

4. Ambiguity (in sentences) and errors were observed in certain areas (Eg: In Abstract Blending the top flavours created a highly acceptable. 765434)
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