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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript provides a comprehensive overview of the development and clinical utility of 
ceftobiprole, a fifth-generation cephalosporin designed to tackle multidrug-resistant pathogens. 
It addresses a critical public health challenge by discussing how ceftobiprole's 
pharmacokinetic properties and distribution make it an effective treatment against resistant 
bacterial infections, particularly those causing pneumonia and skin infections. The manuscript 
also highlights ceftobiprole’s role in the broader context of antibiotic stewardship, emphasizing 
the drug's therapeutic efficacy while minimizing potential for further resistance 
 

 

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

 

yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is comprehensive, providing a solid overview of the critical aspects of 
ceftobiprole, including its relevance in combating antibiotic resistance, mechanism of 
action, clinical applications, and regulatory progress. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound, as it provides a thorough 
analysis of ceftobiprole’s pharmacological properties, clinical applications, and regulatory 
progress. The discussion on ceftobiprole’s mechanism of action, specifically its binding affinity 
to penicillin-binding proteins (PBPs) like PBP2a in MRSA, is well-supported by current 
knowledge on antibiotic resistance mechanisms.The manuscript’s reliance on regulatory 
milestones and post-marketing surveillance data further supports its scientific rigor, as these 
provide a solid basis for understanding ceftobiprole’s safety and efficacy across various patient 
populations 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

yes  
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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