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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Title: OK 
Abstract: OK 
Keywords: OK 
Introduction: It is better to make a new paragraph at the line 41 in introduction section for 
better understanding.  
And another paragraph could be at the line 44 in introduction section. 
Methods: At the methods section it is understood that your survey have taken for 8 days. 
But at the abstract it is one week. I think that it is not same as one week and 8 days. 
Please give the correct and same time interval. 
At the methods section some abbreviations have been used, but no detail have been given; 
‘ICU’ , ‘GIT’ , ‘ENT’ , ‘US’ , ‘HAI’ ... 
Results: OK 
Table: OK 
Discussion: At line 189 authors used (Naz et al). I do not think that it is the correct form of 
giving reference. There are same styles at this section. 
Conclusion: OK 
References: There are several mistakes. They have to be corrected. 
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