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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In this paper authors have to seek the prevalence of Streptococcus pyogenes among patients attending University of 
Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital.  This study was hospital based with total of 100 (one hundred) throat swabs 
examined.  The methods and analyses used include crystal violet blood agar culture, bacitracin sensitivity testing, 
Gram stain, catalase test and microscopic examination.  This study found that 5% of throat swab examined detected 
Streptococcus pyogenes from children between the age of <1 – 25 years.  The isolates classified as Streptococcus 
pyogenes were only those that grew on crystal violet blood agar, which is gram positive and catalase negative cocci.. 
  
The study is very interesting and manuscript is almost structured properly.  
Following Explanations are needed- 
Page 3: Materials and methods is to be replaced by Materials and methodology 
Page 11 : Conclusion is to be re-written with more elaboration and concluding remarks with point wise  

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Manuscript is interesting and structured properly, but need to be improvised linguistically. 
 
The review manuscript is recommended for publication after incorporating above suggestion / comments. 
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