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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 
 

1. The  microbiological protocol for Serratia 
Marcescens culture should be mentioned 

2. The text show that sample was taken for 
culture and sensitivity test after 1 week of 
topical antibiotics treatment; did you stop 
treatment for 24 hours before that or not? 

3. At the end patient should be referred for 
glaucoma specialist for further evaluation 
and management. 

4. The references should follow  journal 
guidelines and the international standards 
for cited web sites and books 

 

1. Noted. This has been included in 

the text. . The discharge was cultured 

on Blood, MacConkey, Chocolate and 

Saboraud agar and it grew on Blood, 

MacConkey and Chocolate agar 

plates. The organism was then isolated 

and identified using the Vitek 2 

Compact identification and sensitivity 

machine 

2. The patient had stopped all ocular 

medication 2 days before presentation 

because she was not getting better 

3. She was asked to continue with her 

anti-glaucoma medications, continue 

with her glaucoma clinic follow-up 

4. Noted with thanks 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

English language revision (missing spaces between 
words, capital letters) 
 

Noted with thanks 

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
 

 

 


