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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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. 
 
 
No, it is not suitable. The title says “SELECTING THE APPROPRIATE FIRST-LINE 
ANTIBIOTICS FOR TREATING UPPER RESPIRATORY TRACT INFECTION”.  
However, the manuscript does not speak about what first-line antibiotics are used for 
treating upper respiratory tract infections and which one is appropriate. What the author has 
mentioned is the role of antibiotics in URTI and the problems with prescription. My 
suggestion is to do a literature survey on what first-line antibiotics are used in URTI and 
mention the most appropriate antibiotics based on the evidence. If not the author should 
change the title to “RATIONAL USE OF ANTIBIOTICS IN UPPER RESPIRATORY TRACT 
INFECTIONS”.  
Without the above-mentioned editing, the manuscript can be considered scientifically 
incorrect. 
Based on the changes the references should be also changed. 
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