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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

This article presents methodology which is unclear and results that are poorly documented. 
Missing information in lines 61-66: 
 

- What kind of diluent was used? 
- Composition on minimal salt media? 
- What kind of test surfactant was used? 

Figures are not clear for the following reasons: 
- They show time – time of what? Is it incubation time, or time of reaction mixture? 
- What is “control”? Control for bacterial growth (OD)? Line 71 says that broth 

cultures were collected at the end of 12 h? 
 
Authors gave no information on: - how many isolates were tested, what kind of 

morphological, biochemical and physiological tests were used? 
Bacillus anthracis is a dangerous bacterium! 

Okay, this will be looked into. 
 
 They will be included. 
 
 
Okay. They will be corrected. 
 
 
 
 
The isolates tested are those mentioned in the result. The various tests will be 
elaborated on. The focus is not on their identification rather on the enzymes 
activities. 
 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 


