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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 
 

Lines 45-47 are results  
Results should not started by figure or table , the author should put an introductive 
sentence  : lines 127 and 134 
Lines 166-169: if the oprD genes are down regulated, i think that they can be 
amplified ?no? why not a mutation? Here the gene must’not be amplified, if the 
mutation is important??  

Lines 45-47 have been deleted. 
Lines 125 and 134 have been corrected. 
Down-regulation has been replaced with mutation from line 166. 
Lines 177 and 181 corrected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There is a repetition between the results(lines 134-136) and the legend of table 3 (lines 
145-147) one of them should be left! 

The legends in Lines 145 -147 deleted 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Genes should be wrote in lower case letter oprD in the text 
Some orthographic mistakes should be corrected  
 

oprD is now used 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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