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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 
 

 
 
No major revision required 
 
 

 
Thanks a ton. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Lack of page numbers and line numbers make it hard to point out specific comments 
In Materials and methods, ‘subsequently verified’ for? 
In many instances, authors used present tense, for eg. we observe, it should be observed 
Change font of bacteria names to italics 
Spell check, for eg. change  beers samples to beer samples 
 
 
 
 

 
Authors thank a bunch to the reviewer for their valuable comments and 
suggestions. 
 
Materials. The plant material was subsequently verified to confirm that the 
plant species used for production of the beers were in conformity with those 
used by local producers.  
 
Time for editing has changed from present tense to past tense. 
 
Bacteria names have been formatted in italics. 
 
Spelling check. “Beers samples” corrected to “beer samples”. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript describes interesting study on the impact of environmental factors on food 
spoilage. The manuscript is well written with detailed methodology. Results and discussion 
part are well explained. I strongly recommend for publication. 
 
 
 
 

 
We have really appreciated. We will hope that the manuscript has been 
adapted according your suggestions and we have marked the corrections. 
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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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