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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The manuscript entitled “Evaluation of antibiotic 

biosynthetic potential of actinomycetes isolates to 

produce novel antimicrobial agents” submitted in British 

Microbiology Research Journal is a very interesting, 

valuable and accurate study. However, it needs a slight 

revision: 

• If the Authors claim that the microorganisms 

mentioned in the last section of the Discussion 

(line 281-296) are well-known antibiotic 

producers, the appropriate references should be 

cited.  

• The same scale and font should be used for all 

figures. 

• Some sentences should be grammatically revised 

(e.g., lines 46-47, 135-137, 232-235, 248-250). 

• Correct the spelling errors, please (e.g., lines 44, 

90, 143, 254; see also Abstract, please). 

• Use italics for Latin terms (line 38). 

• The phrase “the result show” should be replaced 

by synonyms from time to time.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The necessary citations have been added 

 

 

 

 

The figures have been reformatted 

 

The manuscript has been reviewed and spelling 

errors checked. 

All the corrections made are highlighted in 

yellow. 

The word has been italicized.  

This has been rephrased where necessary  
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