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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 
 

Recheck the below sentence in the abstract; 
The microbial quality was analysed so check the microbial load of bread samples using 
method of total bacterial count, total yeast/mould counts and total coliforms using standard 
microbial procedures. 
 
Please add the name of your research design to methodology part of abstract and explain it 
sufficiently in the methodology chapter of text. 
 
Six samples of shops are insufficient.  
 
In table 2; How did you detect the total fungi count in Table 2? 
Add its method to methodology and report its total count in the abstract and conclusion of 
abstract. 
Please add any equation used to detect total bacteria, coliform, and fungi counts to 
methodology chapter. 
 
Microbial count allowable concentration for any microorganism count must be added to 
discussion chapter based on valid organizations like WHO and then compare them with 
your results to declare the permissible levels. 
 
On the other hand, the content presented by authors are too short in word count. Thus, it 
can be enriched by adding and discussing useful and relevant paragraphs. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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