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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript submitted to this journal entitled '' Prevalence of Methicillin resistant 

Staphylococcus aureus infections among hospitalized wound patients from selected 

tertiary hospitals within Enugu metropolis. '' is interesting for publication in the journal. But 

the authors need to make some minor revisions. 

1) The abstract section is very long and should be written briefly. 

2) In the introduction section, refer to the studies conducted in this field. 

3) The language of the article is weak and needs to be revisited. 

4) In the discussion section, the content should be discussed as a subheading. 

5) The conclusion section was poorly written, correct it.  
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