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REVISION comments 

 

 

Introduction was adequate. 

Objective summary (last paragraph before 

specific objectives was enough), delete all 

other specific objectives, i.e. remove 

objectives 1-5. 

Remove limitations from the materials and 

methods, you place them at the end of your 

recommendations. 

 

     Stating objectives as the end part of 

introduction is very much in order as they 

specify the specific goals the author aims to 

achieve in trying to answer an identified 

question or solve a problem discovered. 

       The limitation in the materials and methods 

is not author’s creation. It is the limitation 

specified by the designer of the rapid test 

method as a limitation of the test procedure. 

With all due respect to the reviewer, I am of the 

opinion it should remain where it is. 
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Paper is properly written, but references 

should be arranged to conform with your 

requirements  
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