EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	 Several concerns are raised before publication in this journal.

1.
In the method part, how accurate UV spectrophotometer for Vitamins and HPLC for Amino acids compare to GC-MS analysis.

2.
Better indicate three poly-herbal mixtures (Samples A B & C) What are they?

3.
Better indicate Tables 1, 2 & 3 for essential and non-essential amino acids in distinct parts.

4.
Do any pharmacological could be use, such as Poly-herbal bitters? In addition to supplement nutritional, are these three poly-herbal mixtures (samples A B & C) consumption safe or any specific biomarkers? Need more discussion.
	Very accurate, GC-MS is also an option. Authors used GC-MS to identify the bioactive compounds in the samples and opted for other options (HPLC and Spectrophotometer) for this nutritional study.
Brand names can’t be published due to some negative outcomes. 
We thought about this, but it isn’t possible due to the Retention time. Retention time is presented in an orderly ascending manner, the time of elution (chromatographic peak) of each amino acid be it essential or non-essential. So, the table is presented in same fashion.
This manuscript only highlights their vitamins and Amino acid content.
However, Authors are also researching on their effects on specific biochemical markers (hepatic, renal, hematology,  etc) on Wistar rats, but it isn’t part of this manuscript. Thanks.
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