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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Author’s may remove the background section in their abstract. Include the following 
in this order in your abstract; Aim, Study Design, Place and Duration of Study, 
Methodology, Results, Conclusion. 

2. The statement in line 70-71 is not complete. It could be written in this way: The 
clinical samples used for pathogen isolation were urine and respiratory secretions. 

3. Line 85-86; ‘Zone of inhibition were measured the next day’, it should be rewritten 
as; Zones of inhibition were measured after 24 hours of incubation. 

4. Line 95’ the statement ‘For other details and demographic characteristics refer to 
Table no 1, is not proper. It should be reconstructed as; The demographic and 
baseline characteristics of all study subjects are presented in Table 1. 

5. Provide the reference number for the following authors: a) Singh et al. [  ] line160-
161, b) Ghosh et al. [  ] line 163. 

6. The word ‘alternate’ in line 181 should be replaced with ‘alternative’. 
7. Conclusion section should be provided. 

 

 
Author’s may remove the background section in their abstract. 
Include the following in this order in your abstract; Aim, Study 
Design, Place and Duration of Study, Methodology, Results, 
Conclusion. 

 
Done. 
 

The statement in line 70-71 is not complete. It could be written in this 
way: The clinical samples used for pathogen isolation were urine 
and respiratory secretions. 

     
Done. 

 
Line 85-86; ‘Zone of inhibition were measured the next day’, it 
should be rewritten as; Zones of inhibition were measured after 24 
hours of incubation. 

  
Done. 

 
Line 95’ the statement ‘For other details and demographic 
characteristics refer to Table no 1, is not proper. It should be 
reconstructed as; The demographic and baseline characteristics of 
all study subjects are presented in Table 1. 

 
Done.  
 

Provide the reference number for the following authors: a) Singh et 
al. [  ] line160-161, b) Ghosh et al. [  ] line 163. 

 
Done.  
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The word ‘alternate’ in line 181 should be replaced with ‘alternative’. 
 
Done. 
 

Conclusion section should be provided. 
 
             Done.   
 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


