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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

The manuscript although well written fails to underline or explain the aim of this
study. Could the authors please explain the need for expensive molecular tests
when culture studies are available which are more cost effective.

What benefit will the patients have if they are investigated for particular genetic
starin of the bacteria. Does the strain of bacterias have specific treatments.

The traditional identification of bacteria on the basis of phenotypic
characteristics is not as reliable as recent identification which is based on
genotypic methods. The ribosomal RNA sequence based analysis is an
implicit and unique method to understand microbial diversity within and across
a group and also to identify new strains (Olowe et al., 2017).

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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