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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 
 

 
 
Major Revision 
 
because DNA sequence necessary to pinpoint mutation. Only one strain has no PCR 
product explaining oprD mutation - it is over statement. Pubmed suggested that 
oprD porin protein mutation, rearrangement, insertions are increasing as we 
consume more imipenem and now more meropenem injection. 

I am not certain if the absence of oprD gene in one strain is due to loss or 
mutation. So I have decided to use the phrase ‘loss or mutation’. I believe 
insertions cause ‘insertional mutations’. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

oprDF 5’-ATGAAAGTGATGAAGTGGAG-3’ 
oprDR 5’-CAGGATCGACAGCGGATAGT-3’ 

Product= 1329bp (Accession nos. KT736319/KT728193/MH135304) 

Noted and added to text. 

Optional/General comments 
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