Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Microbiology Research Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_MRJI_152237

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PRODUCTION OF ALPHA- AMYLASE FROM Aspergillus Sp. USING CORN COB AND ORANGE MESOCARP AS A SUBSTRATE

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This kind of study is important for the growth of industrial microbiology. Utilization of agro-residues such as corn cob and orange mesocarp for alpha amylase production is very relevant for waste management. Various other agro-residues may also be investigated in future.
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	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 not prepared according to the journal guidelines. 

It is suggested to restructure the abstract as per journal guidelines which include - Aims, Study Design, Place And Duration Of Study, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion in separate sections.
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	1. Manuals/references used for identification of fungi should be stated.

2. Instruments/equipments used in the study should be mentioned with model no. in materials and methods.

3. Error bars indicating Standard deviation should be reflected in relevant figures.

4. P-value for enzyme activity is stated in statistical analysis but not incorporated in results.

5. The discussion part should be divided into sections for better readability.
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