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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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) 
 

 
 
1. This work has focused on development evaluation of symbiotic red banana yoghurt Before 
publication, some points are needed to be considered. 
  
2. Yes 
3.Yes, need some final grammar checking 
4. Yes 
5. Yes 
6. No, need more reference. 
Please check all references format in the text. 
 
Some typographic errors should be corrected and final grammar checking is recommended. 
Major portion of the discussion chapter looks like summary of results, rather than discussion of the 
results. List the results under the results section and provide a clear discussion of the results under 
discussion section. 
All species names must be italicized. 
The discussion part should be added more details. Also, the comparison between your results and 
other reported investigation. 
The introduction is unfocused and its structure and clarity should be improved. 
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