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	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.


	Enzymes production  and amplification is important in production of biochemical compounds.
The use of oligosaccharides in bio production of organic molecules cannot be underestimated in the present day. These oligosaccharides are important biomolecules or substrates in industrial production of organic chemical
In addition, the environmental importance of using these plant in the production of oligosaccharides will significantly minise water pollution and growth control.
Therefore, this study is scientific, relevant and important to science and environment.
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	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive to the scientific audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific, relevant and concise enough.
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	Some of the statement in the introduction are not well referenced. 

Methodology need to be referenced too, if it was adopted. Else, let us know how you decided on the methods used in the study.
Also, the references are not well aligned and not the same format.
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	Yes. Very Good.
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	Good scientific work.
It is scientifically relevant
Need further review of the references, in-text and in the references.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Adamu Jacob Eshiemokhai, Federal Polytechnic Ede, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

