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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

Minor REVISION comments

The publication covers a certainly import and aspect in Biochemistry, which is very
important as a strategy for getting these enzymes in food industry application.
This work is well performed, the manuscript is adequately written.

- The potential of the present paper is sufficiently high. This is an interesting
manuscript.

Optional/General comments

- Indicate the number of performed assays and the statistic calculus
Some mistakes must be done:
-P 2: paragraph 2.3 line 8 (so;)!!
- P 2: producer’s
- P2: mL not m1
- P4. HCl and not HCL
- Review the table form and titles page 7, table 4
- Review the references inside the text and try to homogenize them

All corrections were done and highlighted. Thank you.
The number of factors studied on enzyme productivity was mentioned

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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