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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.


	· By investigating damaged fruits as sustainable sources of substitute baker's yeast, this publication tackles a significant and current problem in food biotechnology. 
· The study adds important information about the physiological traits, fermentative capability, and variety of wild yeast strains, especially Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Pichia kudriavzevii. 
· The work promotes sustainable food processing and circular economy ideas by connecting the use of agro-waste with bread making. 
· The results might encourage more investigation into unconventional yeasts for industrial fermentation and baking uses, particularly in environments with limited resources. 
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	· The abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly states the aim, methodology, major findings, and conclusion of the study.
· The abstract is too lengthy and it should be reduced within 10 to 15 lines
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