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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article highlight the importance of antimicrobial susceptibility testing, and increasing resistance rate observed in common pathogen. Antimicrobial resistance is a global burden and study of this nature bring out the magnitude of the problem faced today.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Methodology mentions use of DDST for ESBL testing and Modified Hodge test and Inhibitor based testing for Carbapenemases detection but their results are not mentioned  anywhere.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1) Methodology should mention type of study and clearly define the retrospective and prospective study period .(Only in abstract is mentioned as both Retrospective and prospective with no reference to time period )

2) Distribution of various Klebsiella species have not been shown , only mentioned that Klebisella pneumoniae pneumoniae is the most common

3) Blood is mentioned as most common specimen in the text, however pus is shown as most common in table 1. 

4) Table 1 shows distribution of 589 isolates of Klebsiella species Department wise and sample wise , while only 543 isolate distribution age wise

5)  Fig 2. shows Evolution between 2010 and 2020 of the antibiotic resistance rate of Klebsiella species .

 How is the cumulative resistance to antibiotics calculated when each antibiotic is independent 
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