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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:  
SENTENCE 4: Authors should create another subsection with title as ‘Objectives’. 
INTRODUCTION 
PARAGRAPH 2; SENTENCE 2: Authors should provide reference if the statement is not theirs. 
PARAGRAPH 4; SENTENCE 1: Authors could observe end of sentence after the citation [6] and start a new 
sentence afterwards. 
METHODOLOGY: 
1.3. SAMPLING: Authors may include the weight of sample collected and indicate if data from different market differs.  
1.4. LABORATORY ANALYSIS; SENTENCE 2: Names of media used for isolation need not be in same sentence 
with tests performed. Hence it is necessary to move the text (TSI agar (Cat. no DM224D, Gentaur, UK), SIM agar 
(Cat. 1514, Sigma Aldrich, Germany)) highlighted in yellow, to the ponit where names of media were mentioned. Also, 
tests such as Catalase, Citrate, etc, need not manufacturer’s address. 
RESULTS 
3.1. ISOLATED BACTERIA SPECIES: In this section, authors should indicate if the data so presented refers to 
cooked or raw meat. 
DISCUSSION 
PARAGRAPH 1: Further information regarding how this result/data compares/relates with data of previous 
researchers on similar topic is important. 
REFERENCES 
Authors should ensure proper reference following pattern of journal. An eaxmple is given below using item 1:  
Elsharawy, N.T., A. Ahmad, and H. Abdelrahman, Quality assessment of nutritional value and safety of different meat. 
Journal of Food: Microbiology, Safety & Hygiene, 2018. 3(132):1-5. https://doi.org/10.4172/2476-2059.1000132 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Authors should correct texts highlighted in yellow ink. 
Authors should do away with texts highlihted in red ink as suggested in the returning manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Authors have done a nice project in identifying a major source of food borne illness in a region and calling the 
attention of local authorithies to the issue. However, inclussion of aerobic plate count would have enriched the 
research the more. 
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