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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 
 

 
 Materials and methods section: 

2.2. Preparation of Must/ Fermentation- 0.14 Sodium metabisulphite? (unit is missing) 
2.3. Inoculum Development- the yeast strain used and the concentration taken is not 
specified. 
References to be included in the entire Materials and methods section. The source from 
which the analysis were adapted is missing in this section. 
 

 The results section should be elaborated more thoroughly with statistical 
interpretation. Grammatical errors to be corrected. 

 
 More recent references along with comparing the found results with the previous 

literatures should be more specific. 
 

 
All correction have been made. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The entire manuscript needs to be spell checked again. Typo errors to be fixed. 
 

 
Done.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The entire manuscript needs thorough proof reading. The results section needs major 
improvisation with proper justification using statistical tools. 
 

 
Done thanks 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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