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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This article discusses fungal contamination in a local beverage, highlighting health concerns
and recommending good hygiene practices in beverage production. However, the authors
should be more precise in conducting and presenting their experiments.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

There is no need to present the dilution for microbial counts that are scientifically reported as
log CFU/ml. In addition, the last few sentences of discussion are unnecessary.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No, the materials and methods section is incomplete as it lacks the details about chemicals and
equipment used.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

- Enumeration of yeast and mold should be conducted by spread plate technique and plates
should be incubated at 25 degree Celsius for 5 days.
- Microbial counts need to be presented as log CFU/ml.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes.
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments Yes

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

Figure captions should be more comprehensive.
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