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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors describe (lines 72 – 76) that “A loopful of Salmonella isolate was suspended in 
2ml of peptone water and 1ml inoculated into 9ml of fermented and unfermented pito 
respectively. Control samples (un-inoculated pito samples) were incubated alongside the 
test samples for an hour after which a loopful of each specimen was subcultured unto 
Salmonella-Shigella agar for 24 hours. This procedure was repeated on the pito samples 
for 5 consecutive days.” 
 
It is not clear if same inoculated sample was incubated for 5 days in total ans sampled 
each day or if the inoculation experiment was repeated on 5 consecutive days? – please 
clarify 
 
It is not defined with how many Salmonella spp. cells were pito samples inoculated (final 
concentration after dilution) and if it can be presumed that one loopful that was taken 
(define if 1 µl or 10 µl loop was used) for the analysis theoretically contains Salmonella spp. 
cells. – has to be clarified! 
 
Experimental design lacks positive control (e.g. Salmonella spp. cells inoculated in nutrient 
medium) that would allow to assess if the obtained results are real negatives or 
experimental artefacts. 
 
These issues need to be clarified before further comments/decisions on conclusions of this 
manuscript can be done. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Use proper format for writing bacterial names throughout the manuscript, e.g. “Salmonella 
typhi” => either S. Typhi or Salmonella enterica ssp. enterica ser. Typhi! Also Salmonella 
spp. instead of Salmonella spp. (e.g. see line 18) 
 
Abstract: typing error in “experimental deign pattern” => should be “experimental design 
pattern” 
 
Line 58: lasts instead of last 
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