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PART 1:    

Journal Name: British Microbiology Research Journal  
Manuscript Number: 2013_BMRJ_8507   

Title of the Manuscript:  Emerging third generation cephalosporin resistance and single RAPD primer for typing clinical 

Salmonella isolates from  Lagos, Nigeria 

 

 

 

  

PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The authors have made most of the changes and corrections suggested. The article has 

been evidently improved. It is now clearer and state much better the results and 

importance of the investigation. However, there are some weak points that we modestly 

would recommend to re-check: 

 

i) The study design does not appear correctly stated in abstract or materials and 

methods. The authors refer only to information about patients and samples 

and the design or type of study is much more than that. Probably is better no to 

describe the study design. 

ii)  No change in any of the tables or figures as suggested, were done. Most of the 

suggestions were addressed to ameliorate the comprehension and order of the 

info. Although the authors would consider that is not necessary to make some 

corrections in the tables, errors in scientific names, words and legends must be 

done, in our opinion.  

iii) A final reading to find double points, or parentheses (e.g lines 68, 69, 75…)is 

recommendable. 

iv) The figures must be improved. No changes were made at all and they are 

necessary. Fig 1 can be corrected as suggested; the suggestions for Fig 1 are 

possible to follow up. Fig 2 has a very low definition. 
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