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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Unless the journal format specifies this, the abstract
needs to be an actual abstract, not a mini paper.

The statistics description doesn’t make sense. What
test was used? What is the standard deviation of the
moisture content samples?

How were the samples selected? This manuscript
needs some serious statistical explanation. As it
stands, it reads as simply the authors going to a
market and selecting samples to test. This is not
statistically sound! There is no discussion of the
specific analysis used, nor of significant differences
or standard deviation.

Abstract follows journal’s specifications.

Samples were randomly selected (refer back to
manuscript). Random sampling method.

As regards your last comment, you haven’t made
your point clear. Be more specific and draw
home your point from the point of view of a
statistician you have portrayed yourself as. I
however would want to point out that this is a
microbiology based research not statistics.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

[ suggest that subsequently, manuscripts for
review should be given to reviewers with
knowledge in the appropriate field.
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