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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

In this work, the authors study some aspects of the 
production of α-L-rhamnosidase from Aspergillus niger 
in solid-state fermentation using statistical methods. 
The manuscript is well written, comprehensible, and to 
my judgment, of good scientific quality, and I thus 
recommend its publication. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Lines 28-29 (“...and to increase pectin and 
neohesperidin solubility [4]...”): 
This assertion does not appear to be correct. Perhaps 
the authors meant to say “hesperidin” instead of 
“neohesperidin”. Additionally, the Martearena et al 
2008 reference does not seem appropriate. 
 
Line 59: Correct “MmSO4”. 
 
 
Lines 106, 113: The abbreviations “HPLC-IR” and “IR-
HPLC” are incomprehensible. 
For line 106, I suggest using “HPLC” and specifying the 
detection type in the text , and for line 113, replace “IR-
HPLC” with “HPLC”. 

  
We apologize for the mystakes. The correct 
information and reference have been added.  
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Figure 2: I suggest indicating to what axis 
(rhamnosidase activity or total 
residual sugar) each data series corresponds to. 
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