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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	It is indeed important to study multidrug resistant especially MRSA among the food handler.
To educate the food handler about Infection prevention control and also for timely diagnosis and intervention of Carrier.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Tittle is suitable but over exaggerated by adding coagulase-positive Staphylococcus aureus. I suggest to delete the coagulase-positive as all the Staphylococcus aureus is coagulase positive. “Isolation and evaluation of the antibiotic sensitivity profile of Staphylococcus aureus from slaughterhouse workers”


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	AIM of the study is to isolate and evaluate the antimicrobial resistance pattern……. But the tittle is contrast as it say: evaluation of the antibiotic sensitivity profile.
Suggest: to Isolates  and evaluate   the antibiotic sensitivity profile of Staphylococcus aureus from slaughterhouse workers
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Only  6 isolates to represent the antibiotic profile and draw a conclusion is not ok. There should be atleast 30 Isolates of Staphylococcus aureus to represent the antibiotic profile.
And Most Important antibiotic Disc Cefoxitin is not in the panel. Nitrofurantoin disc is only for urine isolates its included here. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference is far more than required but theres no reference about spreading of MDR from carrier to cow slaughter. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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