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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

General

Revision

The scope and the methodology were published elsewhere, so this paper is not accepted
as an original research article, but accepted as a case study after revision.

Individual
Introduction delete starting who deal with severally ill patients.

Delete starting Additionally, Nls could be ----- an operation [4]. This is the reason this kind of
definition can be seen in the term of NI. This is the definition of only the author of citation 4.

Hand to hand transmission is missing in the route of NI.
Ps. putida and Ps. aeruginosa change to P. putida and P. aeruginosa in italic.

Generally, antibiotics were selected-----glycopeptides. Delete these sentences because this
is seen in the text book.

Ps. aeruginosa change to P. aeruginosa in italic.
Ps. putida changes to P. putida in italic.

| cannot find out your originality in this paper, please declare your originality is in this paper.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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