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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 

 

As far as experimental methods, it was difficult to tell 

what was done here.  So, it will be difficult to reproduce 

by anyone other than the authors.  Material and 

methods will need much more detail. 

 

 

 

The methods seem to indicate controls (i.e. a PU sample 

place in culture media without a S. aureus and S. aureus 

cells without PU) were prepared but no data from those 

controls was presented.  Without data from those 

controls, the interpretation of nano-PU being generated 

and endocytotically engulfed is questionable. 

 

 

 

Manuscript does not provide sufficient data that leads to 

the conclusion that the PU nano-particles have higher 

electron density that the cell components.  This is the 

basis for all other interpretation and needs be robustly 

supported, if not by data gathered and present here, 

then by references presenting those supportive data. 

 

 

 

Do not see any FIB data presented here.  Needs 

eliminated. 

 

 

The section “materials and methods” reports 

the passages of the samples preparation. We 

provided references useful to understand 

every passage, with special attention of 

microscopy techniques. 

 

 
Data required by the reviewer have been 
already published, therefore they do not 
appear in this paper. But we provided 
references where readers can find all the 
details about controls. 
 

 
 
We provided references that explain how PU 

NPs appear in electron microscopy images. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Some of the figures’ legends have been 

corrected. SEM images were acquired from a 

FIB/SEM machine. 
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Please clarify the plagiarism issue: It appears most of 

this manuscript has been published elsewhere.  For 

example: 

 
 

 
 

If the authors for this manuscript are not some of the 

above, then this manuscript is a clear case of plagiarism. 

 
 

 
There is no case of plagiarism as the authors 

of the previous published papers are the 

same of this article. This manuscript reports 

updates of the research in the same field. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The manuscript presents an interesting idea regards 

secondary generation of nano-particles but needs 

supporting data. 

 

 

 

As supporting data we present electron 

microscopy images and a long discussion in 

which we give interpretation of the images. 

In addition our work is supported by 

numerous references, useful to comprehend 

techniques and the bacterial behaviour. 

 
 


