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Review Form 1.6

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

Klebsiella pnneumoniae- species name to be corrected in all places

Genus and Species name must be according to Nomenclature in the
title

References should be mentioned as numbers instead of names
Grammatical, typing errors must be addressed

References must be uniform with respect to font, italics, case
sensitive according to the author’s guidelines instructions given by
the journal

Figure.2 represents agar plate with disk, but the methodology part
states that it was done with the well diffusion method. Clarity must be
given regarding the correlation between the method used and the
figure depicted.

In the antimicrobial screening paragraph of Materials and Methods,
first line says the method was done by well diffusion method. But the
third sentence says disk diffusion method was done based on CLSI
guidelines. Clarify the methodology used.

Minor REVISION comments

Correcting all the grammatical errors and typing errors and references will make
the manuscript more appealing.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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