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Reviewer’'s comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments
- Very poor writing style

- The manuscript should be revised for English editing and grammar mistakes

- Very poor presentation of methods and results

- Poor discussion

- Sample size is too small. Hence, these results may not be scientifically relevant

- Information in Table 1 should be written in text, and the Table suppressed

- Reference (Bauer et al., 1966) for antimicrobial susceptibility testing is unacceptable. Please, use CLSI or
EUCAST

- Suppress 1* and 3" columns in Table 2 and bold only column headings

- Use ‘W and not ‘mcg’ for disc potency — Table 2
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