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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

YES, it is as cider is one of the popular drink that acommon man can afford and any
improvement in terms of taste and cost will be beneficial.

NO, in the title the author need not specify the type of yeast, bacteria or fungi that will be
used in the work. These can be mentioned in the abstract which the author has done.

NO, in the abstract, the author need give aline or two introduction regarding cider and its
present scenario.

Appropriate

YES as the author has supported his findings.

YES they are, one change that can be incorporated is with regards to the page number
mentioned in the references. Its better if the page numbers are mentioned with pp.
EgQ:pp1278-12809.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Most part of the paper the English quality is suitable, but a few spelling and grammatical mistakes
are seen during the INTRODUCTION and MATERIALS and METHODS chapter.

Optional/General comments

As this is a research article, it would have been better if the author had compared the results that
he achieved i.e. the best result from the analysis Ts with what is commercially available. | believe
there are pineapple cider made from using the yeast, bacteria or fungi that the author has used in
his experiment and he should have compared with Ts, then this article could have been more
meaningful.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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