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PART 1:ReviewComments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correctthemanuscriptand 
highlightthat partinthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite his/her 
feedbackhere) 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments  
Theartileisgoodbutneedsa fewmodifications whichisinstalledin thepdffile 

 The modifications have been carried out 
 
  All corrections are highlighted in yellow 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
The title 
 
Abstract  

 
- The title to be changed to A review on Enterobacteriaceae therapy using 

Bacteriophages 
 
This not abstract,where are the results of the study and the method of the work or 
evidence of it? 

 
New title looks more viable hence we have considered it good and has been 
changed  
 
 
The paper is not a research journal, it is a review article 

Optional/Generalcomments 
- Keyswords 
- Introduction 

 
- 2. Phage Therapy History 
- Referencing  

 
- Keyword should be Enterobacteriaceae, Bacteriophage, Therapy.  
- Its not clear whether the phage was used in the treatment or not 
- Septicemia  
- Shigellosis  
- The discussion 
-  [11][12] was changed. Althrough the paper with similar mistakes 
- Year to be added to et al. when references were made 
- Phage therapy has been found also to work on Enterobacteriaceae based on attained 

researches [27-29]. 
- Conclusion 
- About taking the whole section from one source in [4] 

 
- This has been done 
- using phage therapy have been added 
- septicemia 
- shigellosis  
- The discussion (‘the’ was added) 
- Changed to [11,12]. Same corrections has been made all over the paper 
- Corrected 
- Corrected  
- Conclusion has been restructured  
- Some section of less relevance to the paper have been clipped out making 

it adjusted enough to fit in as one source 
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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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