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 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 

 

The grammer should be checked by native English 

speaker. 

Line 9: The term “antibiotic susceptibility” is more 

suitable than “antibiogram”. 

Line 80: yr.. should be written apparently. 

Referances should be checked and rewritten, the 

numbers and the reference list is not consistent with 

each other. For example Line 92 CLSI guideline refers 

as 20 however 20th reference is not CLSI. 

 

The microorganism names should be written as 

genus and species names where it is first 

mentioned(Escherichia coli, Klebsiella pneumonia). 

Then it should be written as E.coli or K.pneumoniae. 

 

The authors should mention about CLSI approach 

about ESBL. Because from 2010 there is no need to 

screen ESBL routinly except epidemiological 

researches. 

Noted and corrected where applicable. 

 
Correction effected. 
Correction effected 
 
 
 
Correction effected 
 
 
 
Correction effected 
 
The relevant section in the text has been 
rephrased and correction effected with 
relevant references cited 
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