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Compulsory REVISION comments

Page 2 line 6 reference should be separated with ;

Line 14 and 20 the sentences must begin with Capital letters i.e The and It.
Concise aim of the study should be provided at the end of introduction.
Page 2 line 2 Saccharomyces cerevisiae should be italicized

Line 8 concentrated at 50?7 — justify

Line 21 page 3 cereviae should be changed to cerevisiae

Page 11 line 2 Caption should be added as a key to specify meaning of a.u

You should explained available information on the importance of your research as
you describe little information in the introduction.

Conclusion should be re-written

Citations should followed author’s guideline i.e indicated by reference number in the
bracket.

References should followed author’s guidelines. i.e abbreviate the journal title

Minor REVISION comments

- Language should be checked before the submission

- The results were not well explained and discussed. You should find scientific
reasons to explain your findings.

- RSM- reader can confused on this section as there was no any explanation about
the findings.

- In my impression, all calibrations curves should be moved to appendices as they
reflect same information with the table
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Improvement is need
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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