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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript presents a valuable insight for characterization of Kanj fermented beverage. By using 16S rRNA gene sequencing, the manscruipt brings general knowledge to a precise genomic level, identifying Staphylococcus warneri and lactic acid bacteria that drive the fermentation process. State that duration (21 days) is recommended based on result to get a safe product.

These findings are vital for insights into the microbial ecology of fermented kanji and support its potential as a safe, functional fermented beverage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is clear and 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.


	suggestion for improving abstract to be more clear
· some key points need to be included for ex: pH of Kanji typically decreases from around 5.3 to 3.3, mention the name of the bacterium “Staphylococcus warneri”, mention that this decrease has  effective for inhibiting the growth of pathogens thus product safe.
· State that duration (21 days) is recommended based on result to get a safe product.

· The final sentence of conclusion in abstract is general and should be more specific (Functional benefits of fermented kanji beverage).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript in concepts and evidence presented is scientifically correct.

· The aim of the work is mentioned indirectly in the introduction. Provide the problem and state the objective in a clear form in the last paragraph in the introduction.

· In result and discussion, discus the functional role of LAB - Lactic Acid Bacteria and Staphylococcus warneri together
· Staphylococcus warneri should be written in italic form sometimes not in italic form.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The recent references included in the manuscript for (2024) and many citations for 2023.
· The reference of method developed by Hans Christian in material and method are not in the references list, also Cowan and Steel (1993) and Cullimore (2000) are missing in the reference list.
· References in the list but not in the text Aggarwal et al. (2021), Ferguson et al. (2013), De Vuyst and Leroy (2020)
· The first reference Musch and Poole (2013) listed in the references is missing from the text and should be arranged in alphabetical order like the other references. In addition to author name formatting (M., Musch, T. I.(   need to adjust like other reference.
· The reference no: 11 in list lacks the names of the authors and the title of the research.
	

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


	In general, it is good but there are sentences contain grammatical mistakes should correct. Ex;
· Molecular identification of dominant LAB isolates was carried out using 16S rRNA gene sequencing to ensure accurate taxonomic resolution (were) in abstact
· The yellow isolates from fermented kanji on Mannitol salt agar medium was observed as,circular & yellow in color. (were) in conclusion
· The present study was aimed to analyze (The present study aimed to analyze….) in conclusion
· two sample (in results and conclusion) add (s) plural (samples)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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