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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 
 

While the manuscript delves into critical aspects of antibiotic residues in food, it lacks 
analytical fundamentals that are key to verifying the authenticity of the data.  In most 
instances, data is repetitive.  Since the number of samples from each of the three regions 
is given as 60 for a total of 180 samples, there is no need to present graphical data that 
reports the percent positive samples as well as the percent negatives as is in Figures 1 and 
2.  Report either percent positives with the negatives inferred from the reported data or vice 
versa.  Another very crucial issue is the lack of validation data.  I have included this in the 
annotated version of the pdf as follows:  The validation data is incomplete.  There are 
parameters that need to be evaluated in addition to the coefficient of determination R2  
which is an indication of linearity.  The efficiency of the extraction method i.e. percent 
recovery and the precision reported as the relative standard deviation needs to be 
reported.  The % recoveries indicate the accuracy of the method.  The quality control is not 
fully reported. The calibration curve for OTC does not show what parameter was plotted as 
the y axis against an equally unreported parameter in the x-axis.  Tetracycline was added 
to the samples at some stage and the authors do not indicate whether this was added as 
an internal or surrogate standard.  All these omissions render the results invalid.  There are 
other comments in the annotated version of the pdf which I will attach.  I can therefore not 
recommend publication of this manuscript unless the authors go back to the bench and 
polish the data and completely overhaul it.   I therefore recommend “Rejected (with 
repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered” and the mark is given below. 
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