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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The scientific community would greatly benefit from this manuscript topic if it adequately addressed two urgent global issues: the sustainable production of enzymes and oil and the value-adding of agricultural waste.  The study shows a low-cost, environmentally friendly method to concurrently manufacture industrially essential enzymes (cellulase and pectinase) and recover high-value orange oil by utilizing solid-state fermentation (SSF) of orange peels, an often underutilized agro-industrial byproduct.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Solid State Fermentation of Orange Peels for Production of Cellulase, Pectinase and Recovery of Orange Oil using Aspergillus Species NCIM 1432.”  This one is good.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	Good 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some of the information is inaccurate, particularly in the sections on microbial screening, fermentation, extraction, and enzyme assay.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are too old. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Somewhat ambugitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	#1. It is not coherent and lacks a chronological order.

#2. Lack of detail extraction protocol 

#3. Culturing media and primary screening error(for example; MacConkey’s agar is not designed to detect cellulase activity and other)
#4. How do you extracted and purified the oil? 
#5.The images don't adhere to the publication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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