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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
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Compulsory REVISION
comments

It is big and well referenced article that could be accepted
for publication after minor changes.

List of references is not organised well especially
references on books which are of different style. Please

normalize.

I'd recommend adding a separate Conclusion section with
the main results of the study outlined.

Abstract should include the last sentence with conclusion.

References on books have been
normalized.

A separate conclusion section has been outlined
with the main results.
Conclusion has been included in the abstract.

Minor REVISION comments

Antibiotic sensitivity of the Klebsiella isolates to 11 different
antibiotics - Sensitivity of the Klebsiella isolates to 11 different
antibiotics

(Chen et al., 2014a). - a?

The third column in Table 1 is confusing. Please organize the
references in one line. Now the look like authors belong to one
primer and years - to another...

Table 2 has no statistical analysis

Text under electrophoregrams should include the description
of ‘M’, ‘N’ and numbers showed by authors.

The references in Table 1 have been organized in
one line each.

The statistical analysis on table 2 has been
included in the results.

The text under the gel electrophoresis results
shows the description of ‘M’ and ‘N’ as ‘Marker’
and ‘Negative control’ respectively.

Optional /General comments
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