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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 
 

The aim of the research is clear, only the manner 
they are expressed and discussed the results is not 
clear, it is much discussion on the subject, but 
much of this discussion is not related to the results 
shown, I believe that the results can be organized 
in a better way and discuss directly, for example 
the graphs do not allow to understand the results, 
plus  not described in detail at the manuscript;  the 
lines 279 to 365 only review the literature, but is 
not related with neither result presented in the 
manuscript. Which is the parameter to consider an 
overproduction of xylanase? I believe that the 
results do not show this overproduction of 
xylanase. 

Results from the literature review were used to compare the results obtained in the present 
study. Discussion of the results was presented clearly in Results and Discussion in the 
revised manuscript.  
The overproduction of xylanase was determined using enzyme activity. It was explained 
clearly in the manuscript under Results and Discussion. Based on the results, all of the 
mutants were observed to possess their own maximum xylanase activity under the same 
growth conditions at 24 h of fermentation. Notably, the maximum xylanase activity of 1.76 
U/mL by the mutant MXB 4 of B. subtilis was attained compared to the xylanase 
production of the wild type with 1.36 U/mL. Indeed, this maximum xylanase activity from 
the MXB 4 was increased by approximately 1.3-fold compared to the wild type. 
Furthermore, MXB 1, MXB 2, MXB 3 and MXB 5 also exhibited relatively higher 
maximum xylanase activity of 1.64 U/mL, 1.73 U/mL, 1.74 U/mL and 1.66 U/mL in 
comparison with their parental wild type of 1.36 U/mL.  
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