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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

1. Check punctuation, spacing, and grammar throughout the paper.

2. Avoid invalid statements. For example, male had a higher frequency of ESBL. The reason was the
number of male patients was double than females.

3. The authors can't make any conclusion.

4. The paper just stretches the findings.

5. Microscopy of stained smear from the pus is not done to evaluate the pathogens which do not grow
in ordinary media.

6. Anaerobic culture not done.

7. Aerobic culture incubation in 24 hrs is not enough for slow growing microbes.

8. Disc diffusion is not a standard method to establish ESLB. MIC values are required.

9. Table 1 and 4 are irrelevant.

Conclusion: It is an incomplete study which does not fully follow scientific methods.

1.The punctuations and grammar have been cross-checked.

2.The statements have been expunged

3.The conclusion has been included.

4.0Other additions have been included

5.1t was not done

6.1t was noted in the limitation of the study that the materials used in
the microbiological culture was basically for the isolation of aerobic
pathogens and as such did not take into account the anaerobic
pathogens.

7.Noted.Corrections have been taken for subsequent research.
8.We followed guidelines provided by CLSI 2021.Phenotypic
confirmatory test was done to confirm ESBL .Refer to methodology. 9.
Table 1 and 4 have been expunged.
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