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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This study involved aspects of Microbiology. The 
manuscript is well written, interesting and important for 
microbiologists, researchers and Hospital managers, 
although there are some suggestions to be done.  
 

1. I suggest the reduction in size of the abstract, 
mainly the topics “Aims” and “Results”.  

2. In methodology topic, I suggest insert, after the 
name of the Hospital, state or country of study. 
It’s not placed there, only in the abstract.  

3. The topic “Materials and Methods” should get 
more items (eg. “Ethical consideration”). 

 

1. The “Aims” and “Results” (in 
“Abstract”) were reduced (lines 25 to 
27). 

2. The name of the Hospital and the 
country of study were inserted (in 
“Material and Methods” -  line 62). 

3. In this study the authors used only 
random cultures of H. pylori stored in 
the laboratory (see “Materials and 
Methods”).  Thus, it is unnecessary to 
include “ ethical considerations” . 

Minor  REVISION comments 
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