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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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This is an article with relevant results, as it reinforces the existence of resistant strains of
bacteria in the hospital environment..
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Partially. The discussion must be expanded.
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The discussion of results must be expanded. | suggest adding paragraphs trying to explain
the factors that are possibly leading to this resistance, as well as discussing strategies that
may be useful to reduce the occurrence of the observed resistance. The quali-quantitative
evaluation itself needs to be better discussed.

Are there measures that can minimize the existence of these microorganisms? This would
also need to be discussed, including citing and commenting on experiences that have been
successfully applied by other researchers or health teams.
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