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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Amylases are a group of enzymes that break down glycosidic bonds found in starchy substrates to give end-products typical to the particular amylolytic enzymes used. It is one of the most widely used enzymes. They are very useful in food industries especially in fermented foods, biofuel production and bioremediation. Optimizing the cultural conditions of the selected isolates gave the work some novelty.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the article. It captures the content of the work.
	

	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.


	The abstract is written in simple and concise English. The author did justice to it. It gave the summary of the whole work in clear terms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It showed ubiquity of microorganisms even in waste materials and that most of the wastes that pollute our environment can actually be put to good use. Isolates from our environment can be of industrial importance, as in this case utilized in amylase production.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are old references in the work (Losane and Ramesh,1990; Paquet et al., 1991). Most of the references are 10-15 years and could be updated to more recent references. There are recent publications on related topics which can replace these old citations even in the discussion. 
	

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


	The quality of English used is satisfactory. However, I would recommend that the author goes to the conclusion for an amendment. The second sentence in the conclusion where pH, temperature and so on were referred to as biological factors would be better if environmental factor is used.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is a good one.

The author should cite the omitted authors whose methodologies were adopted.

The references should be updated.
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