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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The percentage prevalence of DEC strains seems to vary across different studies. 

These differences may be due to different geographical location, number of samples taken, 

and the number and type of the target genes selected for the study. The percentage of the 

EPEC positive samples were very low in our study (2%) which is in accordance with the 

study reported by Mbanga et al., 2020 (1.7 %) [30]. Osińska et al. [31]. however, reported 

65% EPEC from raw and processed wastewater from a WWTP in Poland. The prevalence 

of EAEC in our study was also very low (2%) whereas Mbanga et al., 2020, [30] reported 

53.3% prevalence of EAEC in samples taken from WWTP which is even higher than that 

reported by Osińska et al. [31] 28%. 

 
I consider that this results are related with methodology they do not take account volume of 
sample only McConkey media directly without centrifugation or counting UFC/mL Anyway 
could be accepted because they take 5 colonies and all were tested by PCR 
 
 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Can be interesting if they amply or read somo of the cited references in order to compare 
Methodology that justify these minor results 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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