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Optional/General comments 
 

1. The main comments refer to the method of Green Tea Aqueous Extraction. 

What was weight of tea bag? How long was boiling? How much water was in extract after 

evaporation? It is necessary also to discuss the possible tea components changes after 

boiling. 

2. It is necessary in Discussion the used tea doses compare with doses that consumed the 
people at tea-drinking. 
 
After adding of this information the paper can be suitable for publication. 
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