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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 
 

 
 
1) In general, the search writing language requires further language revisions throughout the 

research. 

2) Written notes and comments must be made on the attached research file 

3) The method of writing references in the entire text of the research is not compatible with 

the way of writing references in the journal. Therefore, amendments should be made 

according to what is required in the journal. 

4) There are some errors in writing the scientific names for some types of bacteria. Please 

check and correct. 

5) The number of references used in the search is very, very few. Therefore, it is 

necessary to use a greater number of references, especially recent references, as the 

references used in the research are old. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In general, the research is considered good applied studies on an important food product, which 
is exposed to many risks that may affect human health and safety. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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