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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe 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)

This manuscript compares the different diagnostic method of Neisseria gonorrhoeae. The
manuscript is important for scientific community as comparing different diagnostic methods for
Neisseria gonorrhoeae is essential to ensure accurate diagnosis, timely treatment, and effective
public health management of gonorrhea. It helps address the complex challenges associated with
this sexually transmitted infection, including antimicrobial resistance, patient care, and the overall
health of the population.
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There is not much information in the result and discussion section, or no supplementary files are
provided to support this statement.

The references are in the inconsistent form. They should be in a consistent form (like APA, MLA
etc.). Moreover, there are some references from some websites, they need to be replaced with
research article.

The results and discussion part need more data to substantiate the author findings.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes

Optional/General comments

There are some minor typo errors. Like “Neisseria gonorrhoeae” should be in the italic form.
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