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 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 
 

Cited Reference should be in chronological order 
 
Kindly specify in title of table. Mm represents Zone diameter? What was the breakpoint selected on the basis of 
standard guideline- mention in material and method 

Part of mechanism of effect of honey on bacteria should be described in introduction section 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Double full stop, Spacing error, Please elaborate more I details about effectiveness of honey on bacteria in diff 
research study, MacConkey agar. Maintain uniformity, Provide list of abbreviation either in text or at the end 
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??? difficult to interpret  
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How sample size was calculated on basis of ref literature?  
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hospital acquired infection? Coz these isolates are showing more resistance.  
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Whether ethical permission was obtained / statement from author about data regarding patients identity were 
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