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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 
Compulsory  REVISION comments This is an original research article that attempted to describe 

the clinical profile of human brucellosis. However, there are 

some comments for consideration: 

1.   Overall, the manuscript is superficially written without 

detailed description of methodology and critical analysis of 

results. In fact, it is written in the formal of ‘case report’ not 

‘research article’ 
2.   As such, there was no new information on humen 

brucellosis provided by the manuscript. It would be 

meaningful if the authors could explain the reasons that 

trigger samplings for brucellosis being made 

for these 13 cases. This is important since most cases of 

human brucellosis do not show consistent symptoms 

3.   The manuscript was written in a mixed manner. 

Some methodologies were within the Results section 

while some results were within the Methodology 

section 
4.   The methodology described 13 cases being 

reviewed while Table 2 showed a total of 15 patients, 

which contradict each other. Please explain 

 

Minor REVISION comments  
Beware of formatting for journal. There is a need for re- format 

of the manuscript 

 

Optional/General comments   
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