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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	 Research manuscript detailing the optimization of culture conditions for an antimicrobial-producing Streptomyces strain isolated from a mangrove ecosystem. The data appears robust, with appropriate statistical analysis and comparisons to existing literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No, it should be revised in a more acceptable and clear manner, some words could be expressed in a better way
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Yes, it is correct, but few words are informal and lack clarity, so try to replace with more formal alternatives

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The study is thorough, methodical, and follows a standard scientific format.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, list of citations is complete but lacks consistent format (e.g., journal names are sometimes abbreviated, sometimes full; use of colons and periods varies). Unify the style according to the guidelines by the journal

	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes, the language is acceptable, understandable and suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments

	

1. The spelling is inconsistent. i.e., S cheonanensis  and S. cheonansis
2. Rhodococcuserythropolis" is missing a space and should be Rhodococcus erythropolis.
3. Check the missing space between the species name and the strain designation throughout the document, and also italic words.
Hence avoid incorrect spacings throughout the manuscript
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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