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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. 
 

I like this manuscript because it is very useful due to its importance related to public health and 
the environment 

Thank you, sir, 

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

 

the topic Title are very well organized and clear 
 

Thank you, sir, 

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. 

 

1. Introduction : The manuscript is correct linguistically and grammatically  
2. Methodology 

Population, Sampling & Sample, Data Collection, Data Analysis and Definition are organized 
and clear.  
 

3. Results 
Descriptive, Analytic / Hypothesis, Testing, Data Presentation,  Tables  and  figures is clear 
presentation of the results data. 

4. Discussion 
      Magnitude/Consistency, Cause-effect relationship and Bias / Limitation are  organized and 
clear.  

5. Conclusion : clear  
6. RECOMMENDATION : not found  

 

Thank you, sir, 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes Thank you, sir, 

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. 

I consider this study important because of its impact that E. coli bacteria are transmitted 
through pig feces, which adds importance for society to deal with pig feces with caution, in 
addition to cooking the meat well. 
 

Thank you, sir, 

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

References :Correct but found 27 References before 2016  
 

 

Thank you, sir, 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

yes 
 

Thank you, sir, 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


