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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments The article proposes an interesting topic for the scientific community, to preserve the
organoleptic qualities of drinks with various herbs, but unfortunately the study is not carried
1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community? out in a scientific manner, being superficially thought and supported. The organoleptic
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) qualities should have been analyzed separately, taste, aroma, color, etc. and denote a

serious study, with a possible reporting scale of these traits, and thus quite empirical.

2. lIsthetitle of the article suitable? The chosen title is eloquent and faithfully reflects the content of the article.
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive? The abstract reflects the value of the study, it is also unfortunately suggestive of the
scientific fragility of the study.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? In principle, the article respects the structure of a study, but the study method must be
improved, so that the results are more consistent and supported by a larger discussion
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? chapter, with eloquent bibliographic references.

In terms of scientific correctness, it is difficult to appreciate, considering that the study

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have lacks scientific rigor.
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form. The bibliography should contain more bibliographic indexes, with more suggestive

references in the text.

me.. I . ;

Minor REVISION comments

The English used is correct, keywords should be chosen more suggestively.

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

ional neral comments
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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