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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
The abstract was not written well. Study design was not explanatory. Place and duration of
experiments- the last statement ---and take 3 months--- is not formal statement. The
methodology needs to be recast. The results were not well explained e.g. In challenge studies,
HPMC films including Al2O3-NPs and SiO2-NPs at 80 ppm were highly decreasing the 3 foodborne
pathogens growth associated with chicken fillets. This should be recast. The conclusion was written
with non-professional English Language. This should be recast from----- The results conducted that
HPMC films incorporated with nanoparticles (~ 80 nm) at 80 ppm could be enhanced the safety of
refrigerated chicken fillets--- to--- The results showed that HPMC films incorporated with
nanoparticles (~ 80 nm) at 80 ppm could enhance the safety of refrigerated chicken fillets.

Although the manuscript was well designed, the study was poorly executed and reported. The
poor English Language of expression makes the work uninteresting to read. There is need for
complete English Language editing and revision of the work.

The tables do not show the significance of the data and this is very important for data
interpretation. This should be included in the revision to show the reproducibility of the study.

Minor REVISION comments
There is need for general revision of the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
The English Language of expression of the work should be revised.
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