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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 use of the pectinases and the exopectinases extracted from Aspergillus niger as a substrate for wheat bran is an innovative biotechnological model.
The results of purification of exopectinase from A. niger was given ( Table 1.0). are spectacular. Surprisingly, the exopectinase produced underSmF using wheat bran by A.niger was found that 70-80% ammonium sulphate.
Biotechnological techniques have an advanced level of novelty, situated at the level of technology transfer TRL 4 TRL 5
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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The samples precipitated with ammonium sulfate and purified on Sephadex G-100 are not edible, so the solvents used are unsuitable for human consumption.
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The separation of the pectinases and the exopectinases is important for obtaining wheat bran as a biotechnological substrate, but the method of separation must take into account precisely the organic restrictions in order not to produce enzymatic preparations unsuitable for food consumption.


They could also include how the separation was done through a small diagram that covers the stages and steps of execution.
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