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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 

 
Topic : Good 
English: Fair with punctuation errors 
 

Abstract: (conclusion not reflecting the summary of 

results). 

Results: results should be presented before tables 

and each table should be on separate page.  

Discussion: Presentation of results not good enough, 

authors need to relate their results with present and 

past knowledge that show similarities, difference and 

supporting references related to the research. E.g 

E.coli(50%), and 41.5% and 44.1% quoted values in 

reference, are not similar as quoted by authors but 

showing differences. Also, presentation of results in 

discussion should follow as presented in results and 

tables to attract readers. 

Conclusion: This should be summary of research 

work, no need of citation. 

References: Some texts are not reference in the body 

and some are missing in reference page such as 

illamani 2013, Hoepelman et al, 2003 and Gizachew 

et al, 2012. 
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Take note of yellow tinted for spelling errors, correction 

of statement or contradictory statement. Red highlight 

are suggested corrections. 
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

The research work is educative but need some correction 

introduction, results and reference citation in discussion 

for the work to contribute to knowledge.  
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