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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, authors have done the remarkable extensive work on the isolation and detection of
MDR bacterial strains prevalent in Nigeria.

Yes. Alternative title : “ Prevalence of multidrug resistant bacterial pathogens causing otitis
media in patients of Calabar, Nigeria

Yes. Some recommendations are provided in comments

Yes

Yes, some recommendations are provided in the comments.

| suggest that authors should check all the references again and these have to be aligned

with the written text to validate the contents. For example: they can change the reference
with more appropriate one.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

| have provided some recommendations. English language is easy to comprehend.

Optional/General comments

Some More recommendation for further improvements:

- Abstract Background: Please elaborate little bit more!

“Otitis media is linked to middle ear inflammation and sequelae, frequently occurring in infants and
early childhood dealing with the accumulation of fluid behind the eardrum. It is often associated with
the absence of timely and appropriate antibacterial interventions.”

- Abstract Results: First line: Mention the region!

- Abstract Results: Were 24.5% MDR isolates found in 51 isolates?

- References provided against the text should meet the demand in context that what authors
are trying to say will validate their written content appropriately.

- Antimicrobial Susceptibility of ear isolates: Procurement of antibiotics for this study. Provide
the brand name!

- Table 4 is quite interesting one. | suggest you to mention the names of classes of
antibiotics such as Macrolides, tetracyclines, Fluroquinolones, Phenicol, Penicillin, Cephalosporin
etc. against the specific isolate that has shown the antibiotic resistance pattern. It'll increase the
value of your study, since you have all the data is available.

- If possible, then please add some photographs of isolates being resistant to various
antibiotics.

- Recheck all the references again.

- There are controversial remarks in places where author has followed the CLSI guidelines,
but on the other hand they mentioned as antibiotic intervention effects should be driven by the valid
results. They can do the corrections accordingly.

This manuscript should acceptable after carryout the revision on provided
recommendations
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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