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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 1. The inhibitory effect could be due to the peptides
produced by these bacteria but not the β-mannanase
activity, so you should identify the exact chemical
working on these pathogens.

2. Isolate 1A and X3 showed the highest β-
mannanase activity, however, X3 showed quite
different promotional effects on pathogens compared
with 1A. Can you explain the mechanism or what
substance in the medium caused this difference? And
what is the reason to screen isolates by mannanasa
activity?

3. The activity differences in result may be due to the
amount of manno-oligosaccharides, so the
concentration of manno-oligosaccharide and the
relationship between the concentration and
inhibitory activity should be studied.

Minor REVISION comments Page 2, line 67: add a space after 50Page 3, line 73: add a space after 50Page 4, line 112: IB should be 1B
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Optional/General comments In this study, several bacterial isolates were revealed tohave β-mannanase activity and inhibitory effects onpoultry pathogens, in which isolate 1A showed thehighest effect. It is a nicely conducted study and isolate1A could be used as both enzyme supplementation andprobiotic. However, some explanations should be addedto make the results more clearly.
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