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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.


	This manuscript is valuable because it comprehensively screens clinical Candida glabrata isolates for their ability to produce pyruvic acid, a versatile platform compound used in pharmaceutical, food, and agricultural applications. By harnessing clinically derived diversity, the study can identify isolates with higher titers, better productivity, enhanced stress resilience, and broader substrate use than conventional laboratory strains, directly guiding metabolic engineering and bioprocess design. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title is awkward and unclear in its current form due to grammar, capitalization, and wording; a cleaner option is “Screening of Candida glabrata Clinical Isolates for Pyruvic Acid Production Potential.”
	

	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.


	Mostly yes—the abstract is clear and informative, but it would benefit from tighter structure and a few critical details to meet common IMRaD expectations and to situate the results against current state‑of‑the‑art titers in C. glabrata pyruvate fermentations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes but need some modification as per suggestion it should be with strengthened species identification criteria, standardized metrics, and explicit benchmarking to current C. glabrata pyruvate processes, the manuscript would be scientifically sound and appropriately framed as a screening study.
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	Reference should be in proper format as per the journal guidelines.
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	English need to be improved otherwise it is ok.
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