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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

Line 42: In Ethiopia, a report from Tikur Anbeg

and Mekelle hospitals indicated how the prob

is serious. Should be rephrased as “A report fi

Tikur Anbessa and Mekelle hospitals indicatet

is a serious problem in Ethiopia.

Line 53: delete * being”

Line 191 : replace developed with showed

SPear Reviewer

Thank you for your detail and valuable

&8¥mments. We have addressed almost all
r&lpg comments given.

[t is true that some of the references used

i filom Ethiopia are old enough. This is

because most of the published researches
about nosocomial infection in Ethiopia are
old. There are only limited recent reports
from Tikur Anbessa and Mekele hospital. We
already included this reports also.

Line 200: Table 2 please use keys to represent the

organisms.

Line 206 : replace Towards with based on

Line 261- 263 how did you evaluate t
Methicillin resistance (MRSA)
guess? | was thinking the authors could h

? Oxacillin

confirmed this (Unusual) high prevalence

he

ave

of
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MRSA with agents like Cefoxitin. Cefoxitin

now accepted as a better

S

method for detegting

MRSA with high efficiency and has been used as

an alternative to PCR in resource constrai
areas. Thus | suggest the result could
interpreted as “95 % of th8aureus are oxacilin

resistant and are likely MRSA isolates”.

References: MOST of the references are old.

order to reflect that this paper is based on

ned
be

In
the

recent researches, the authors need to update the

references. New references can reflect that

paper is in today's level. So please try your be

this
5t

update the references and make sure two thirds of

the references are in recent 5 years (2011-2016).

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

Accept after the minor comments are addressed by the
authors. It’s a good work: scientifically and technically
sound.
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