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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 
 

 
No  such revisions  
 

Noted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Minor typing revisions  
 

Noted. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Very nice topic but sample size is very less and how it comes that all 14 were MRSA .it is 
very less isolated organism .how they know that all these 14 samples have MRSA in them  
Need explanation  
Some antibiotics like ciprofloxacin showing high sensitivity levels also need explination  
 

 
1. During the period in which the study was conducted, only 14 samples 

were obtained probably because the hospital was not big and it does 
not serve as a referral centre where one could get many samples 
from patients with suspected Staphylococcus aureus infections. 

2. All the 14 isolates were tagged as ‘methicillin resistant S. aureus 
(MRSA)’ because they showed resistance to oxacillin and cefoxitin 
which are the standard antibiotics for ascertaining whether a 
particular S. aureus  isolate is methicillin-resistant or not. 

3. Noted. 
  

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


