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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  
 
I’d like to suggest that the author could discuss more about the protective effect of 
the baker yeast on the chick challenged with E. Coli O157:H7 
 
 
 

Discussion addressing this point was included. 

Minor REVISION comments  
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
The present study evaluated the protective effect of barker yeast on chick challenged 
with Escherichia coli O157:H7. 
The pictures showed by this study demonstrated the effect of E. coli O157:H7 and 
also the protective effect by the baker yeast. 
I'd like to suggest that all table could be grouped in one only table. 
And I think that the discussion could be improved showing or discussing a little 
more about the protective effect related to baker yeast use in chick and not only 
compare with the results found by other authors  
 
 

All tables were grouped in only one table as required.  
Discussion was amended by discussing the protective effect of the yeast. 
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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) 
 
The study did not present the ethical 
authorization 

 It was included in the manuscript. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


