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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The title should be revised to include bacterial occurrence and distribution in the different 
fish species 
The contradiction on Staphylococcus and Shigella spcies demonstrating no occurrence and 
the indication that they were islated need to corrected 
Check and correct the facts on susceptibility and resistance 
Thoroughly check the citations in the text and the listing of references to ensure that all 
cited authors are in the list of references and vice-versa, a quick check shows that some 
cited authors are not listed such as Fawolo and Oso (2004), Spanggard et al., (2003) or is 
it (1993)?, Yamaguchi et al., (2003) and many others 
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I already did  tha, thanks for your observation 
 
Ok 
I will later change it  to journal reference writing stlye if accepted.which is 
numbering. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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