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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I have just reviewed this manuscript.  In this work, the researchers investigated the purification of β-
Glucosidase, one of the flavor-enhancing food enzymes, from Peppermint.  The manuscript is well-
written, and the results presented here may be useful in several fields, such as biotechnology and food 
industry.  I have only minor comments: 

- Indicate if standard deviations or confidence intervals are used in the plots. 
- Replot the figures 5 and 6 with the y-axis being at the left of the plot (rescale it from the minimum 

x-axis value to the maximum). 
- Conclusion has to be modified as it includes introductory information (the first paragraph), which 

should have been in the introduction section.  Please rewrite. 

1. Standard deviations were used in the graphs in Figures 5 and 6. In the 
calculation of Ki values, it is indicated as ± value in the Results section. 
2. Figures 5 and 6 graphics: I want to thank the reviewer for his suggestion to 
improve the figures in the article. However, I will not be able to make this 
change in a short time. I also evaluated that this requested proposal was not 
inaccurate or lacking in information. I see no harm in printing the figures as 
they are.  
3. Upon the reviewer's suggestion, the first paragraph of the conclusion was 
written in the Introduction section. Both sections have been rearranged. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

4. References have been rearranged due to the changes made. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


