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1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity?
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript)

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

3. Isthe abstractofthearticlecomprehensive?
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscriptappropriate?

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion
of additional references, please mention in thereviewform.

Yes, this can be an important manuscript for the scientific community as it has not
statedthat is it the respiratory receptors or the digestive receptors that carry a heavier
weight inthis study. As essential oils can have affect both... so , the paper quote a reference
ondigestive explanation but not on respirations.If inhalation was taken into account, the
ordermightbechanged.

As for the title, | would suggest to change essential oils to “Aromatics”.. For example,
thearticle has not mentioned if they are 100% pure essential oils.And, the common form
ofneedoilisa carrieroilin USalthoughitcontainstraces of
essentialoils...sothisneedstobeclarified...whetheritisinfused oils?Carrieroils?
And,latinnamesofthem.

Clear, but it would be more proper if more inferences/implications can be drawn from
thetables as | think as a research paper words should be more lengthy.And, to make
onlyminorchanges,lwould suggesttoadd“futurelab
work/researchdirection...”Insuch,theauthorscanonlymakeminorchangesbut
includeswhattheyarelackinginthat.

Yes,anditseems thearticlehopestobuilduponthemwithitsoriginality.
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1l.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarlycommunicatio

ns? Yes
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