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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.


	The authors look at physico-chemical properties of teas prepared from spearmint leaves, from moringa leaves and from a mixture of the two as well as from a mixture with spices added. Calorific value and antioxidant activity as well as reducing and non-reducing sugar contents are some of the characteristics that were investigated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, it is not. The title states ‘tea bags’. As there have been recently many studies on (empty) tea bags themselves, as some of the tea bags on the market release microplastics, it would be needed to state that the authors are looking at herbal teas.
So, a better title would be:

PHYSICO-CHEMICAL EVALUATION OF HERBAL TEA(S) FORMULATED FROM SPEARMINT (MENTHA SPICATA) AND MORINGA (MORINGA OLEIFERA) LEAVES
	

	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 indicate the most important points of the research. Where the experiment was carried out should be deleted (1st sentence). From the current abstract, the research is not made clear. Also the abstract talks about both 4 and 5 treatments – it should be 4 treatments?
The abstract could read: The objective of this study was to measure the physico-chemical properties of herbal teas prepared using mint (Mentha spicata) and moringa (Moringa oleifera) leaves. Four treatments were constructed of T1 (only mint leaves), T2 (mint and moringa leaves), T3 (mint and moringa leaves, and spices), and T4 (moringa leaves and spices). The total soluble solid content, the titratable acidity, moisture, sugar content, calorific value and antioxidant activity were measured of each treatment. All treatments showed similar calorific values, between 353 and 354 calories per 100 grams. The highest antioxidant value of 152.51 micromoles TE per gram of dry weight was recorded forT3. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction can be expanded on.
The experimental part is not detailed enough. The experimental procedures of all tests should be presented in detail, even if they are performed according to standards given. In materials and methods, all equipment and chemicals used should be listed. As the tests have been performed in replicates, standard deviations or similar should be given for each treatment and test. The exact composition of the spices is not given. This should be added.
Results should be list under results and not within methods and materials.

Too many significant digits are reported for the calorific value and for the antioxidant activity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference 6 is incomplete.
The citation of Herman-Lara, E., Rodríguez-Miranda, J., Ávila-Manrique, S., Dorado-López, C., Villalva, M., Jaime, L., Santoyo, S., & Martínez-Sánchez, C. E. (2024) in the text should read: Herman-Lara et al. (2024). The same goes for the other citations in the text.
	

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


	The English needs to be edited. There are some incomplete sentences such as: Alongside objective of developing herbal tea bags using mint (Mentha spicata) and moringa (Moringa oleifera) leaves, and evaluating their physicochemical properties (in the abstract). Some grammatical errors need to be rectified: It should be kept in mind instead of It should be keep in mind. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should separate Experimental (or Materials and Methods) from Results and Discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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