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Compulsory REVISION comments
Introduction and Abstract has same first lines. Repetitions are not acceptable
There are too many errors in this write-up for example typographical and
grammatical errors.

Too many shortcuts or abbreviations. Why?

Figures and Tables are not properly labelled and do not have keys to show
meanings.

Reference section is not properly written.

How are microbial surfactants produced? The title of your work was not properly
attended to.

Names of organisms and words are not properly written.

Ensure that this write-up follows this journal’s guideline.

Minor REVISION comments
In-text referencing is not properly done

Lines 66: tensio-active? | guess a letter is missing

Tablel: Too many errors in the note section for example Gram-positive, coccobacillus
Carefully go your write-up and make it easy to read and understand.

What do you mean by BS and so many other abbreviations?

Proof-reading of language is vital for this article

References for Tables and Figures should be properly written and placed properly
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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