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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The whole document needs to be edited by a professional English editor  
Use Log10cfu/ml as the standard symbol throughout the document  
Total coliform is not a species name hence must be not be italized throughout the 
document  
Spelling of Staphylococcus aureus must be correct throughout the whole document 
Methods must be referenced against other published acceptable work    
Results section must be redone ensuring the following  

 Avoiding redundancy / repeating information e.g. Table 1 has information that is 
communicated in Figure 1 (a) 

 Tables must use standard publishable formats  
 All figures are sub standard. Pay attention on the following aspects  

- Bars to include standard deviation bars  
- X and Y axis to be labelled  
- Descriptive titles to be used  
- Don’t use short names like Staph  
- The figures are too many and redundant. Choose the few most important ones  

Discussion must not repeat results but rather discuss them e.g. line 214-266 is not 
discussion but rather results explanation  
A study conclusion is required  
Confirm with journal requirements but I don’t the title is Literature cited but rather 
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Result and discussion part has been modified 
 
 
All the in-text references have been numbered and reference list has been 
updated 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Word spellings and grammar throughout the document  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
N/A  
 

 

 


