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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

- 2.8: change Sulphoric acid by Sulfuric acid. 
- 2.9.2: the title of this paragraph is “Preparation of Sorghum wort”, but the authors 

used maize never Sorghum !!!!! 
- 2.9.4: same remark as above, the authors used maize instead of sorghum !!! 
- 3.2 Alpha-Amylase Activity: please introduce in the text Table 2 and 3, and fig. 1. 
- - Fig 1.: with a R² = 0.8651, the standard curve is not really good. This point must be 

carried out again. 
- 3.3: same remark as 3.2, introduce table and fig in the text. 
- Also use the same structure for point 3.2 and point 3.3: for example assay reading 

and after standard curve reading. 
- - Fig 2.: same remark as Fig 1.. With a R² = 0.8495, the standard curve is not really 

good. This point must be carried out again. 
- 3.4: the author must explain me how 40 °L is less than half of 53 °L !!! For me less 

than half of 53 °L, is 20 °L. Which is the good value ? 20 or 40 ? 
- 3.5: first line at the end: mistake of the value, it is not 6 %, but 3.6 % !!!! 
- According to [19], the range is between 3.84 % and 4%, with 3.6 and 3.4% this means 

that your values are OUTSIDE !!! Please correct the sentence. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

References 1, 4, 7, 8, 11, 14, 16, 18, 26: the authors give the name of journal abbreviated, but not 
for the other references. 
Reference 6: the authors don't give the URL of the reference, just the date of accession. 
Reference 7: the copy and paste with UNICODE failed with the Spanish names: Jim´enez instead of 
Jiménez. 
Reference 9 is incomplete, like reference 15. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The two standard curves (alpha and beta amylase) must be carried out again !!! 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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