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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

References in text are NOT to the style of the journal. References are indicated in
numerical order and in brackets, i.e. [2].

REFERENCE list at end of manuscript must be presented in the style of the journal,
using numerical sequenced citations provide in the text.

There is no data concerning the inhibition zones from the disk tests for resistance or
susceptibility. In all previous papers, the authors have presented in Tables
examples of measurements for inhibition zone (or lack thereof) in studies involving
bacterial susceptibility/resistance. THIS IS LACKING IN THIS PREPARED
MANUSCRIPT------ THIS IS A MAJOR PROBLEM.

AUTHORS MUST PRESENT DATA FOR INHIBITION ZONE FROM DISC
SUSCEPTIBILITY TESTING (in Table is sufficient).

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Authors must resolve the issues above before paper is suitable for publication.
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