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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 

 

Results 

- More discussion is needed for showing for 
example the eventual relationship between 
different used factors (vitamins, glucose…) 
and methionine production by bacteria 
especially B. cereus. 

 

 
Noted 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Material and methods 

- I think that the word “into” should be 
replaced by “with” in this following 
sentence” A 100ml Erlenmeyer flask 
containing 20ml of the fermentation 
medium was inoculated into 1ml (ca. 3.15 
x 106 cell/ml) of the seed medium” (line48 
page 2). 

- The word was should be added in this 
following sentence “methionine 
accumulation determined” (line 73 p 2). 

- Methods described in “Optimization of 
fermentation conditions for methionine 
production section” aren’t referenced. 

Results 

- Reference 31 is used to discuss the 
stimulatory effect of yeast and peptone in 
metabolite production (line 178 p 6). But 
this reference corresponds to “Sero-

 

Line 48: corrected 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Line 73: corrected 

 

 

The methods are the authors’ original design and 

therefore not referenced. 

 

 

 

Noted and reference removed. 
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epidemiological studies on porcine 
reproductive and respiratory syndrome in 
Korea: detection on indirect fluorescent 
antibodies” . I wonderwhat is the relation 
between methionine production and Sero-
epidemiological studies?!! I think that this 
reference should be omitted. 

- What do correspond to the control used in 
the test “Influence of varying 
concentrations of vitamins” illustrated in 
figure 5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Control means fermentation medium with the 

organism but without vitamins 

Optional/General comments 

 
Material and methods 

- Already published methods shouldn’t 
given in details e.g. Fermentation in 
submerged medium; Methionine Assay. 

Results  

- Figure 5 is too large. 
Reference  

- Sometimes authors put dots in 
abbreviations of journals and sometimes 
they do not. References should be written 
in a uniform way.  

 

 

Noted. 

 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected. 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


