Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Microbiology Research Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_MRJI_133695

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Production of New Delhi Metallo beta lactamase 1 (NDM-1) in Carbapenem resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae isolated from clinical specimens in Imo State, Nigeria.

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The importance of the study that it is cover one of the most important points of resistnace in the life where the carbapenemase resistance is so serious because of the antibiotics that the carbapenemase destruct are so powerful and regarded the last line of defense for humans towards the ESBL bacteria 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suitbale it covered the reson of the paper and the region where the resistance appeared 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	Yes comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct bit I have a note on the use of imipenem and meropenem only for the detection where ertapenem because some bacteria is sensitve for imipenem and meropenem but resistance to ertapenem because if the AmpC activity and  also may be the opposite because of the efflux pump where ertapenem the favorite for the ESBl bacteria treatment 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please revise the writing where in table 4 you had written Ceftriazone ehere it is Ceftriaxone and you can apply more phenotypic tests for confirmation like Modified Hodege and CARBNP and CaARBAcinetoNP
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