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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 
 

This study involved aspects of Microbiology and hospital infection 
control. The manuscript is excellent, well written, interesting and 
important for microbiology researchers and Publics Health and 
Hospital managers, although there are some suggestions to be 
done.  
 

1. Some of the keywords used do not follow any index 
descriptors in public health, as BIREME, MeSH, NLM or 
UMLS (eg. “in and out patient”), and they should be 
changed.  

2. The title of the manuscript could add the country of study 
(Ex: “Phenotypic Identification, Plasmid Profiling and 
Detection of Resistance �Genes in Klebsiella sp. from 
Urine Samples of In- and Out-Patients in Ile-Ife, Nigeria”) 

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

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. I suggest increasing the text of the discussion and put 

some new items like: a)limitations of the study; b)Other 
researches OR introduce one more item like 
Conclusions.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This article is well written, and after the changes suggested, it's 
gonna be suitable for publication 
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