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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. 
 

The study investigated microbial profile of smoked fishes marketed in Taska, Adelabu, and Molete 
market, situated in Ibadan Metropolis, Oyo State Nigeria. The results showed that the products were 
contaminated with microorganisms; Listeria monocytogenes (15%), staphylococcus aureus (15%), 
Vibrio paraheamolyticus (10%), Salmonella sp. (15%), Pseudomonas sp. (15%), Aeromonas sp (15%) 
and Escherichia coli (15%). Multiple Antibiotics Resistance (MAR) Index of bacterial isolates showed 
some isolates displayed high resistance (with a MAR Index of 1.0). However, the microbial load 
observed was within the recommended limits for ready-to-eat foods. The findings are relevant as it 
points to the urgent need for taking necessary steps to ensure health of local consumers 

 

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

 

The title may please be changed as follows “Microbial Profile of smoked fish sold in selected markets in 
Ibadan Metropolis, Oyo State, Nigeria” 

 

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. 

 

The abstract part is sub divided in to Aim, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion which is not usually 
done in a research paper. The authors may summarise the contents in to a single paragraph  

 

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. 

The study investigated microbial profile of smoked fishes marketed in Taska, Adelabu, and Molete 

market, situated in Ibadan Metropolis, Oyo State Nigeria. The results are presented well. However, the 

methodology and statistical analysis part arise some ambiguity as already marked in the manuscript. 

The authors may please clarify the points.  

 

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

Yes the references are sufficient  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Some typos and grammatical errors have been observed in the manuscript (marked in track change 
mode). The authors may please recheck the entire manuscript and correct such errors 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Nil  
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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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