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I reject this paper, the reasons are cited below.  
 
Check if the authors make necessary changes as mentioned by the reviewers 
before forwarding the same. 
 
This will avoid unnecessary delays. 
 
Kindly maintain confidentiality of the reviewer. 
 
Comments and reasons for Rejection 

1. It appears that authors have not understood meaning of variation of data in the 
table 1. Data should be mentioned as, eg., 

10.45±0.5 means maximum value of parameter is 10.95 and minimum value is 9.95. Such 
representation is provided in Table 3 

2. Xylanase and other activities should have been provided in the form of tables for 
better clarity 

3. Again authors say that randomized design does not require codes and levels, 
(every factor will have a range, which means there is bound to be levels for that 
factor or any factor for that matter). DoE (Design of experiment) tables should be 
provided containing factors, levels (or range), responses (result or outcome).  
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