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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.


	Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) strains have spread rapidly worldwide since the 1990s. MRSA is highly pathogenic, capable of causing severe progressive and necrotizing diseases, including bacteremia, sepsis, and toxic shock syndrome. According to the monitoring report from  Antimicrobial Surveillance Network, the detection rate of Staphylococcus aureus (SA), particularly MRSA, ranks first among Gram-positive bacteria. It is considered one of the most severe pathogenic bacteria in clinical settings. In recent years, with the widespread use of antibiotics, the resistance of Staphylococcus aureus , especially MRSA, has gradually increased, leading to a global prevalence of methicillin-resistant strains.
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	Prevalence of  mecA gene in  methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus strains isolated at the National Public Health Laboratory of Brazzaville, Congo.
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	Over all manuscript is scientifically relevant. 
More emphasis is required on why we choose molecular detection methods over phenotypic detection of MRSA. As we know molecular methods are tedious & costly with respect to conventional disc diffusion methods by using cefoxitin disc. 
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