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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	To the best of my knowledge, the manuscript was designed to give information about the homemade yeast to produce bread. This can be a cheap source of yeast during the family production of Bread.
I find it interesting because this can enhance the poor family economic standard while they get the daily required nutrient from their meal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	No
I will suggest that the abstract should start with an introduction, followed by the aim of the research and method. It is not necessary to give details of the location in the abstract. The result of the research should be made clear in the abstract. A statement of conclusion would be nice in bring out the beauty of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, However, the references are not consistent, there are some without date, and a few more have different pattern
	

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


	Yes, there are a few grammatical error
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the initiative of the researcher in carrying out this research, however, for this research to be scientifically acceptable, a few arears needed to be worked on. 
Abstract should be more concise, with all detail giving specific information 

I considered the introduction and literature review too long; the information contain should be so direct. - information about, yeast, potatoes, bread, and related research

The methodology is nice, however, there should be an appendix to the sensory evaluation. 

There should be a justification for choosing the age range reported for carrying out the sensory evaluation.

The Result is clear, however, the choice of just two samples might be misleading, why not multiple samples?

The discussion is fine, could be proof read for grammatical error.
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