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Optional/General comments 
 

 

 The article is original and display an innovation by using recent research 
techniques represented by using the molecular docking study. 

 The title informative and relevant 

 References are Relevant, Recent, Referenced correctly and appropriate 
key studies are included 

 The research question is properly outlined. 

 All the study methods are reliable, valid and reproducible 

 The data are presented in an appropriate way in the form of tables and 
figures. Also, definite unites, rounding and numbers are utilized. Titles, 
columns and rows are labelled in a clear correct way. 

 I have found the text in result section added to the data presented. Also, 
statistically significant results are presented clearly. Practically meaningful 
results are understood clearly. 

  The results are discussed from multiple angles and placed into context. 

 The conclusions give a clear answer of the study aim. The authors give a 
clear conclusions supported by results and references. Also, the study 
limitations give opportunities for future research.  

 I have found the study design answered the aim appropriately and added 
new information about the importance of the bio-enzyme production 
potential of microbial derivatives of agrowastes that could be utilized as a 
crude material for delivering diverse significant compounds with beneficial 
economic importance to ease the burden of enhanced food production. 
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