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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 
 

  Abstract: Remove place of study to methodology in chapter three (3). 

 Introduction – Serving (Service) 

 Can viruses grow on inanimate objects? 

 Became – should be changed to have become 

 Spacing between disinfect and so 

 Salmonella Sp. Repeated twice. 

 So a study – should read. 

This study was conducted to isolate, identify the bacteria present in dish scrub pads. 
 
Materials/Methods 

 3.1 – Isolation and identification of bacteria 

What informed your sample size of 10 dish wash scrub only? 
 Is it the petridish or the agar plates or media that was used? 

 Is it the different colonies or only the predominant colonies considered? 

  What types bacteria? 

 Two types, what happened to other isolated or growths? 

 Where is your control for the study? – How are you sure that scrubs were sterile initially? 

 Why are other growths neglected? 

Result/Discussion 
 From diameter of the zone of inhibition, what diameter were sensitive for each of the antibiotics – for us to know what 

they were actually sensitive. What are the disc concentrations used and what is zone of diameter considered 
susceptible? 

 In referencing do you use both name and number citations? I think one should be employed. 

 Why was Acenectobacter resistant to the said drugs? The colonial morphology/biochemical should not be a majo
table, no statistical analysis, even percentages was not employed. 

 Decontamination of scrubber by what means? 

 There should be a table showing the percentage occurrences of the organisms isolated. 

 References should be reviewed to be more current (2020 – 2022) be added. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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