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Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
 

Yellow colour indicates corrections. 
From the title… not ABUTH ZARIA?  Is study covering all ABUTH ZARIA…we don’t know because 
there is no clear study design.  
Objectives are not clear. 
Study design, type, sampling etc .are not mentioned. Inclusion criteria not mentioned. Methodology 
is not clear.. 
Sample size is too small…50 samples, 10 of them are blood and urine. What kind of stool? Stool of 
patients with diarrhea (acute or Chronic)…child or adult.. breast feeding… 
Ethical consideration are not mentioned. What you did stools of positive cases.. did you contact 
patients doctor or patients.  All of these are missing.  
This is a case study done in Ahmadu Bello university-Microbiology department.. you cannot 
generalize the results.… 
References are not fulfilling journal requirements.  
It is difficult to understand. You need to revise entire paper.   
Finally, I strongly advise you to re-write.  

 

Minor  REVISION 
comments 

  

Optional /General  
comments 

What author/s did for positive cases is not clear. Approval of ethical committee is not mentioned  
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