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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In the topic, it should be Streptomyces clavuligerus not STREPTOMYCES 
CLAVULIGERUS. 

2. The topic should be written starting with the uppercase letter followed by lower 
case letters like Abstract. Maintain uniformity throughout the manuscript. 

3. Line 6, use some other word like recently for nowadays because it is not suitable 
for scientific writing. 

4. Line 52, it should be Material and methods. 
5. Line 82-85, 86-88 and 152-154, single sentence cannot be a paragraph. 
6. Line 126-128, rephrase the sentence. 
7. Line 130, use mutant instead of mutants. 

We are very happy with your comments and all the comments were carefully 
considered before edition. 

 
1. Corrected.  
2. Corrected.  
3. Corrected.  
4. Corrected.  
5. The sentences have been corrected.  
6. The sentence has been rewritten.  
7. Corrected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Line 44, use nitrogenous instead of nitrogenated. 1. Corrected.  

 
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) 
 
 

 
 

 


