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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 
 

 

Introduction section did not provide the necessary background information. 

 

The research methodology for the study was written in mixed.  

For example,  

Firstly, antibiotic suspectibility test was done. After, molecular identification was 

done. It should be corrected. 

 

The results of analysis were not enough. It should be  extended.  

 

The paper is not easy to read and free from grammatical and spelling errors. It 

should be edited.  
 
 

We took in consideration all these point 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


