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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. In the abstract you write that antibiotic resistance was 
analyzed by disc plate method, but the results you give as 
μg/ml. It is a little confusing. 
 
2. In the material and methods is a gap about the 
molecular identification of bacterial strains. You described 
a little steps of this analysis only in result section. 
 
3. In the results you describe in detail the morphological 
and biochemical properties of analyzed strains. I'm not 
sure it is necessary. The results of this study are visible in 
the table 1. Please decide. 
 
4. On what basis you estimated resistant or susceptible 
the bacterial strains in disk diffusion method? Did you use 
any recommendation (EUCAST for example?). Or maybe 
you marked strain as a resistant when there weren't any 
zone of inhibition? 
 
5. In my opinion the discussion is too short. You should 
improve this part of your manuscript and give more 
literature data. 
 

1.Antibiotic resistance was measured by disc 
diffusion method while minimum inhibitory 
concentration of antibiotics was measured in 
ug/ml 
2. material added 
 
 
 
3.results given in table are explained in result 
section which in my view are quite necessary 
 
4.bacteria with no zone of inhibition are 
resistant 
 
 
 
 
5.added 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
L24: Please replace “organisms” by “bacteria”. 
 
L40: Give the spacebar after the dot and replace 
“staphylococcus” by “Staphylococcus”. 
L41: Use italic to write genus names of bacteria. 

Done 
 
Done 
 
Done 
Done 
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L50: Give the spacebar after the dot. 
 
L134-135: Use the upper index. 
 
L165: Used antibiotics discs are as follows in table 2 not 
in table 1. You have to be more careful. 
 
L193. Give the spacebar after the dot. 
 
L255: Give the spacebar after the “was”. 
 
Table 6 and figures 3-6 present the same results. I"m not 
sure that the table 6 is necessary in this case. Please 
standardize the colour of axis.   
 

 
Done 
 
Done 
Done 
 
Done 
 
Done 
 
 
Table explains the values and figures are given 
to compare. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This paper need to minor revision 

 

 


