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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

1. Why did the authors focus only on coliforms bacteria? There are other likely 
organisms that are of medical importance that could be implicated in mastitis 

1. Yes there are several organisms associated with Mastitis, our study is 
a contribution to the general knowledge on the subject area. A single 
Manuscript may not suffice for exhaustive study of mastitis related 
organisms. The focus of this research is clearly stated in the topic and 
the introduction: curbing the environmental Health risk. Meanwhile, 
Coliforms are the indicator organisms in Environmental health studies 
which is the major challenge among the Nomads, hence the reason 
for focusing on Coliform bacteria which are environmental pathogens 
of mastitis. 
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1. Correct the names of isolates as indicated in the manuscript. 
2. Remove bar chart and replace with the table added to the manuscript 
3. Reduce excessive use of “in this study” in the manuscript 

1. Corrected 
2. Effected. Bar chart replaced with Table 6. 
3. Done. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


