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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.Title of paper should be reworded

2.Materials and methods:

(a) references should be provided for the flow sheet for the
production of ‘kunu-zaki’

(b) antibiotic susceptibility test: this a major flaw in the
paper as it has shown that the author(s) failed to grasp the
principles of antibiogram because of the types of antibiotics
they used for the work.

(c) Adhesion test: no authenticated (s) references cited and
what is the meaning of ‘MEM’ used for the control and how
were the cells prepared/harvested and why did the authors
not include the concentration of control solution used for the
work.

(d). Lactic acid bacteria: it is interesting that the authors
based the identification of lactic acid bacteria on temperature
tolerance only and also referred to them as
homofermentative!

3. Discusssion: this secio MUST be REWRITTEN as some
statemwents were made on the false techniques used by the
author(s)

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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