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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 1- English review by a native speaker is mandatory. 1. lam developing myself on English translation. But after that I'll get
2- “OE”", as mentioned in first paragraph, should be cited after full citation. professional support.
3- Authors mentioned the difference of AOE and COE. However, what happens 2. We find it appropriate to present the general knowledge of otitis types
between 6 weeks and 3 months? in this way.
4- Malignant otitis media is usually found among patients with immunosuppressed 3. In patients with COE occurs ear itching, clean or mucoid otorrhea,
state (diabetes is the most common situation), as well as advanced age. aural fullnes, ear pain.
5- What is the term “autorrhea”? 4. Our explanation of the types of otitis was reported as references.
6- Authors should describe the importance of using mecA gene in their study within 5. ‘“ear discharge”.
the introduction. | believe authors would understand the purpose of the present 6. Information about the mecA gene was given in the introduction.
study. 7. Inthe discussion and conclusion part, importance of mecA gene was
7- The last paragraph in the Introduction, authors described their objective of study mentioned.
the prevalence of gram-positive bacteria and their antibiotic resistance profile. 8. Unilateral ear samples were taken.
However, Methods section describe the use of PCR techniques. What is the 9. In the discussion and conclusion part, importance of mecA gene was

importance of mecA gene?

8- Did authors collect any sample from the contralateral ear? If so, what were the
results?

9- Many previous studies have reported the incidence of different bacteriain AOM,
COM, AOE and COE. But authors did not discuss anything regarding the association
of different types of bacteria and mecA gene.

Patients’ Consent: There is no description of signed informed consent form

mentioned.

Minor REVISION comments

1- Authors could separate information within the abstract section into topics, such as
Introduction, Methods, Results and Conclusion

I did not make such a distinction in order not to disturb the subject integrity in
the summary section.

Optional/General comments
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