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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 
 

 
It is an interesting research work, but it is necessary 
1.-  to rewrite the conclusions. 
2.- Is it a review if they present the RT-PCR ? 
3.- include references 2017, 2018. 
 

References have been included for 2017 on page 17 line 377 and page 20 
line 554, line 557.  
This is not a review, it is a research and hence the RT-PCR are part of the 
data from detection of viruses using PCR techniques. 
The conclusion has not been rewritten, it was not clear what was supposed to 
be revised. The authors request for suggested revisions to be indicated in the 
paper by the reviewer.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

The suggested comments have been addressed and highlighted in the 
revised paper 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 


