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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it seeks to evaluate the effect of  two herbal ingredients on the pH of mouth and s.mutans bacteria, which are one of the main etiological factors of dental caries. Dental Caries is a widely prevalent dental disease and if left untreated it may lead to loss of tooth. Thus the use of herbal remedies for caries prevention can provide an economic and easy solution for prevention of tooth loss.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable
	

	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 is comprehensive and no changes are suggested from my side.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I would like to congratulate the authors for conducting this study, but I have some concerns regarding the manuscript, which are as follows:
1. The authors have referred to the present study as “Experimental in vivo trial” in the material and methods section. Was the trial registered in any clinical trial registry, such as Clinical Trial Registry of India. If yes. Kindly provide the trial registry number.
2. How was the sample size calculated? Kindly also mention the number of patients screened along with the final sample size.
3. Was a written informed consent obtained from each study participant? If yes kindly mention the same. The authors have mentioned that students from the same institute were enrolled for the study, which raises a concern regarding possibility of coercion for study participation. Informed consent becomes even more important in such situations.
4. Were the patients informed about the aims, objectives and outcomes of the study? If yes, kindly mention the same.
5. The 5th and 6th paragraphs of Result and discussion section mention the use of betel leaves, while the study involved administration of mint and neem leaves, please rectify this portion and discuss mint and neem leaves only.
6. The discussion section can be improved by an English grammar check, as it has some repetition of words and certain lines are not clear.
7. The discussion section lacks limitations of the study, the authors can also suggest future research which is possible on this topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are not cited in sequential order.
· The in text citations are 11 in total number while references are 12.
	

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

	The English language must be checked for the Result and Discussion section.
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