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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1. The manuscript titled "Antifungal and Antibacterial Activity of Actinomycetes Isolated from 
Various Soil Samples of Arachis hypogea L. and Gossypium herbaceum L." is highly 
relevant for publication in Microbiology Research Journal International, due to the 
importance of the topic exactly. However, for publication of the manuscript, it is necessary 
to revise it, so that it can be improved. 

2. Yes, the title of the manuscript is appropriate. 
3. The abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive, but some modifications are necessary 

regarding its structure. 
4. The structure of the manuscript is appropriate. 
5. The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
6. Some references are extremely old, so we ask authors to replace references with more 

recent articles, preferably published within 5 years. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

1. The language is adequate. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The abstract of the article must be structured in order to contain the following subsections: 
Aims, Study design, Place and Duration of Study, Methodology, Results and Conclusions. 
Also, as per the “General Guidelines for Authors”, the abstract should not exceed 300 
words, but the abstract for this manuscript is 331 words, so it should be amended. 

2. The formatting of the article must be corrected, as according to “the guide for authors”, the 
text of the manuscript must be written in Arial, normal, size 10, justified. As for the sections 
and subsections, there should also be correct formatting. For example, the”Introduction” 
section should be written in arial, bold, 11 fonts, left aligned, uppercase. 

3. As for the references, they should be reviewed according to the examples contained in the 
“guide for authors”, since some manuscript references have dots after the authors' names, 
while others do not. 

4. It is suggested that the conclusions be written in the form of running text, and not in the 
format of items. 
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