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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Review all the lack of space between words, there are a lot in all the text. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Line 106: Hektoen media was wrong spelling 
Line 142: twice was wrong spelling 
Please put the city, state and country of the sample collection. 
Describe better the FDA guideline. 
Why you use 28ºC in the tests, if the bacteria was isolated in 37ºC? 
Table 3: only 2 lowest results were in evidence, em time 48 and 72, the other times were 
not important? Why they are no bold and italic. 
Line 366: what is a “serovars”? 
 
 
Explore more the findings in the conclusion. 
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