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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 study highlights irrational  antibiotic prescriptions and its comparison 
with antimicrobial susceptibility data from lab 
First I would like to thank the study 
 
1) Please mention wheather the prescriptions were for indoor or outdoor 

patients .As antimicrobial resistance pattern in community and hospital 
isolates may vary.  

2) Similarly lab data should also mention wheather its for community or 
hospital pathogens.   

3) The comments on diagnosis of patients for which antibiotics were 
prescribed should be there as appropriateness of prescriptions depends 
a lot on diagnosis 

4) In how many patients cultures were sent before prescribing antibiotics 
should be mentioned as u are comparing prescriptions with lab data. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1) Need to do grammatical and spelling corrections in abstract.spelling of comparison 
is wrongly written as comparism 

2) Please correct spelling of comparison in whole paper. 
3) Line 109 spelling of comparison wrong. 
4) Line 139 Spelling gentamicin in wrong. 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall nicely written article 
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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) 
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