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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. Author compare rapid card for diagnosis but not compare sensitivity & 
specificity, how can say rapid cards are good for testing even PCR and blood 
culture failed to detect.  

2. Check the cross reactive of rapid card in acute febrile illness. Frequently 
false positivity is common 

3. Literature of Rapid card indicate the procedure and interpretation read 
carefully and follow   

4. Add procedure of DNA/RNA extraction as per kit used 
5. Diagnosis based on rapid card is not satisfactory. In this study rapid card is 

able to detect infection even gold standard method failed as well as PCR 
also. This is main issue in this study.  

6. If other species of salmonella were detected by PCR put graph in manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Sample size calculated 384 but in result there are 400 samples mention why? 
Result should be explain properly. 
Language should be self-explanatory  
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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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