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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 tackles a significant and timely issue at the convergence of food biotechnology, waste valorization, and sustainable production systems. The study shows that deteriorated agro-waste fruits can be used as alternative baker's yeast that works just as well as commercial strains. This helps cut down on food waste and the need for imported yeast. The results are especially important for developing economies where access to industrial yeast is limited, and a lot of fruit is lost after harvest. Overall, the work gives real scientific proof that circular bioeconomy methods and sustainable bakery production work.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the core objective of the study. However, it could be slightly improved for clarity and scientific precision.

Suggested alternative title (optional):
“Isolation and Evaluation of Alternative Baker’s Yeast from Deteriorated Agro-Waste Fruits”
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the aim, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, minor improvements are recommended:

Suggestions:

· Avoid methodological repetition (e.g., repeated mention of statistical analysis).

· Slightly tighten the language for readability and flow.

No major deletions are required; only minor streamlining would strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows accepted microbiological and food biotechnology methods. Yeast isolation, characterization, tolerance screening, dough-rising capacity, and baking trials are appropriately conducted and supported by statistical analysis. The results are consistent with existing literature on yeast ecology in fruits and fermentative performance. However, inclusion of molecular identification (e.g., ITS sequencing) would further strengthen taxonomic accuracy and scientific robustness, especially for industrial application claims.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, with appropriate citation of foundational and recent studies. Most references fall within acceptable timelines for the field.

Suggestions for improvement:

· Include more recent (last 5 years) studies on:

· Non-Saccharomyces yeasts in baking,

· Agro-waste valorization in fermentation systems,

These additions would strengthen the manuscript’s positioning within current research trends.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-organized and presents extensive experimental data. Additionally, tables and figures are informative but could be better aligned with the text to reduce redundancy.
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