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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 
 

Research topic: Authors should review it. 
Abstract: Authors should consider manuscript for 
corrections. 
Introduction:  Lack unity; authors need to review 
accordingly. 
Methodology Authors should consider manuscript. 
Results: Authors claim to isolate 148 uropathogens 
from 63 subjects but never state any mixed isolates; it 
is confusing please clarify. 
Table 3 and 4 is repetition. 
Table 5, authors need to present antimicrobials report 
in percentage for proper communication to audience. 
All tables should follow results accordingly. 
Discussion: Consider manuscript. 
References: Journals should be abbreviated. 
    Also, et al., should be removed from references and 
state all authors. 
Grammatical errors should be corrected. 

I agree with the reviewer and have affected the 
necessary corrections 
Table 3 shows the occurrence of the isolates in 
their genus level while table 4 shows the 
occurrence of the isolates at specie level. 
Since the mode of identification gives the 
isolates at specie level, we thought it important 
to note and show the isolate at specie level as 
well as genus level. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional /General  comments 
 

Yellow tinted texts should be considered for corrections 
and red texts are possible corrections. 

 

 


