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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 It highlights the prevalence of antibiotic-resistant bacteria in raw milk 
 It informs the consumers about the risks associated with consuming raw milk 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, just instead of ‘IN’ have to use ‘FROM’  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

In abstract- 
1. It should be started with the background and objective of the study. 
2. This point should be added- All the isolates were resistant to Penicillin and 

Cephoxitin (58.33-100)%.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?        Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

Though the Introduction, Materials and methods, Result and Discussion part is 
scientifically robust. But lack of coordination in result and discussion section with the 
subsection of materials and method. For example, (i) Determination of Total Microbial 
Counts in Milk (ii) Isolation and identification of bacterial isolates (By cultural and 
morphological characteristics) are the subsection of materials and methods but no 
findings were reported in Result and Discussion section. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

No comments  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
Moderate 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Inclusion of the images of cultural and morphological characteristics of respective 
isolates would be effective for validation of the techniques.  
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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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