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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 
 

The manuscript n. Ms_MRJI_67728 entitled “The Bacteriological Quality of Raw cow 
milk obtained from Herdsmen in Okigwe,Imo State,Nigeria” investigated the 
bacteriological quality of raw milk in this area. This paper is well organized and 
written clearly. 
 
However, there are important points that require to be clarified.  
 
1. I do not see much novelty of the paper in method and content in view of the 

simple investigation and standard microbiological procedure. 
2. The sampling is not typical and enough as only five samples were collected in 

five different locations. 5-6 samples were required for a certain location. 
3. The aim of this paper is to evaluate the degree of bacterial contamination of raw 

milk, however, the statistic analysis is missing. The principal component 
analysis (PCA) was required to conduct for the evaluation. 

4. The duplication experiments were required for the variation analysis. For 
instance, the triplicated experiments for 25 samples, then 75 numbers would be 
obtained. 

5. The discussion part is not appropriate. There are numerous researches about 
the bacteriological quality of raw milk, but no literatures published within five 
years were cited in the references list. 

6. The author should revise all the format mistakes, e.g. the empty pages, the 
typesetting, the definition of table.1, and the references, etc. 

 
Therefore, my decision is major revision. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments   

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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