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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comments (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 

 

 

This is a very simple article and of little relevance. 

The bacterium was isolated and characterized as the 

presence of flaA gene but its danger to public health 

not was characterized. 

The collection of epidemiological data would be 

much better if there were results of negative groups 

and after an association analysis. 

 

  

The objective of my study has been mentioned in 

‘28 to 44’ no. lines (highlighted with yellow 

color). Please follow. There may an association of 

‘carrier’ from negative group. But that has not 

been recorded during study. 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

In several parts of the text there is lack of space between 

two words. This can be seen at a abstract. 

 

Some reference are very old for current information (ex. 

Black et al. 2008)  

As per my notice, I have corrected the space 

between words. 

The first reference was published in 2010 in 

Lancet and study was in the year 2008, And this 

study has been carried out in 2011, so, the 

duration gap is not so difference.  

Optional/General comments 

 

If the journal is low-impact the manuscript  can be 

accepted after modifications. But if  not, the 

manuscript can’t be accepted. 

 

 


