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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.


	This manuscript mainly focused on isolating and characterizing fatty acid esterase from pearl millet, specifically comparing enzymes derived from F1 seeds and F2 grains. Purification was achieved through ammonium sulfate precipitation, dialysis, and gel filtration chromatography. Separation on a Sephadex G-75 column revealed two distinct isoforms, termed Fatty Acid Esterase I and II. The comparatively higher rate of lipid hydrolysis in the flour of F2 grains, as compared to F1 seeds, may be attributed to the greater catalytic efficiency of esterase-II in F2 grains, given that the lipid contents are nearly the same in both.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Please choose precise and appropriate title.
	

	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 need for modification of abstract.
	

	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.
	Modify all reference according to journal style and Add this reference related to this article for antimicrobial study  doi.org/10.22271/phyto.2025.v14.i1e.15260
	

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


	Good but need some changes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. There is not a proper introduction of this manuscript.

2. Methodology is well explained 
3. In order to study that you need to include statistical analysis such as ANOVA that supports your findings.
4. Modify all graph and add error bars.

5. Please modify the conclusion.

6. Add this reference related to this article doi.org/10.22271/phyto.2025.v14.i1e.15260.

7. Modify reference styles according to journal guidelines in introduction and discussion section that is misformatted.
8. There is not a proper introduction of this manuscript.

9. In order to study that you need to include statistical analysis such as ANOVA that supports your findings.
10. Modify all graph and add error bars.

11. Need to replace the µl or ml to µL or mL in whole manuscript.

12. Add some discussion related Km value of previous literature.
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