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Compulsory REVISION
comments

The manuscript contains data about the optimization of the growth conditions
of a Streptomycin strain. Many parameters have been considered to optimize
growth conditions but I think that the manuscript does not contain a direct
pharmacological relevance.

The production of metabolites, that should be the focus of the manuscript
taken into account the scope of the journal, is directly related to the biomass
growth and metabolites are not measured in a direct way. The parameter that
is optimized is biomass production rather than metabolite production that
according to the figures presented in the manuscript seems a direct
consequence.

What metabolites are produced by the strain? Are they known or new
molecules? At least one metabolite should be extracted and characterized.
The nitrogen sources used in Figure 7 are or amino acids or mixtures usually
adopted for rich culture media. It is therefore difficult to consider the effect of
these last only as nitrogen sources.

Furthermore, the discussion does not compare the results presented with

other works present in the literature in terms of yields of biomass for example.

For these reasons, I recommend the revision of the manuscript with the
inclusion of at least one metabolite characterization.

Minor REVISION comments

There are some errors within the manuscript that can be corrected by a
careful revision.

Optional /General comments
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