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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

Yes, but major reviews are needed.  
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

Yes 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
      No 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

No 
 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
No 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
additional references, please mention in the review form. 
No 

 
Some comments can be read in next column. In general, the manuscript 
need many improvements to be consideration for publication.  

 
 
 

1. Introduction: Write the meaning of WHO 
2. Methodology: Inconsistency references of analysis. Include references in each 

methodology. 
3. Section: 2.1 Study site and sample collection 

3.1 Describe with more details about the collection (country, temperature, and 
others).  

3.2 The samples are the different brands? How many brands are used? What the 
criterion to choose these samples? 

4. Section:  2.2.Total microbial count 
4.1 The amount of sample used in dilution is correct? The proportion it’s wrong. The 

correct is 1g of sample in 9mL distilled water. 
5. Section: 2.3 Microbiological analysis of pathogens 

5.1 The word “spp.” need be include after “Salmonella” (in all text) 
5.2 What is the species of Staphylococcus? 

6.  Statistical analysis: “Experiments were repeated thrice in triplicates (n = 9) and 
average values with standard deviation was provided.” This is not statistical 
analysis. 

7. Discussion: Inconsistency discussion. More citations are necessary to rich this 
topic.  

8. Figures: Please standardize the design of figures.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 

 

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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