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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 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

|. It should be noted that this is a preliminary study, since the sample size is very small, the 

same study should be continued, but calculating the appropriate sample size. 

2. The names of microorganisms should always be written in italics. 

3. Regarding the frequency of the sputum sample, the results of Omer et al and Abdallahet al, 

are similar to those of the authors. However, those of Opazo et al are not. 

4. On page 8, third paragraph, the text says: a total of 33 Albuminoid. What does it mean? 

5. The finding of the OXA-48 gene is similar to that obtained by the authors. 

6. Eliminate table 2, since it repeats what was said in the text. 

7. If possible, update references. 
 

 
 
  

1- Thank you for your valuable comment and we will consider it in 
our further studies. 

2- Done as suggested by the respected reviewer please look at the 
manuscript highlighted in yellow colour.  

3- Done as suggested by the respected reviewer please look at the 
manuscript highlighted in yellow colour. 

4- It was spelling mistake we mean A. baumannii and it’s written by 
mistake Albuminoid and now its re edited. 

5- Edited as suggested by the reviewer  
6- Edited as suggested by the reviewer 
7- Edited as suggested by the reviewer 

Optional/General comments 
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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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