
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JABB_91747 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Optimization Studies on Extracellular Protease Production by Aspergillus niger and Aspergillus terreus Using Skim Milk Casein as Substrate 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://journaljabb.com/index.php/JABB/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In this manuscript, the authors investigated the protease production capabilities of 
Aspergillus Niger and AspergillusTerreus fungi.  The manuscript is well-written, and the 
results are novel.  The results clearly show that both fungi produced protease.  I have only 
one minor comment: 
I think that Figures 1 and 2 should be explained a little more in the manuscript.  For 
instance, what do the authors think about why protease activity for A. Niger is significantly 
lower than A. Terreus (Fig 1)?  Additionally,in Figure 2, why does the protease activity of A. 
Terreus sharply decreases while the one of A. Niger doesn’t?  It would be nice to have 
some discussion on this or perhaps some references. 
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