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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In my opinion the manuscript is not suitable for publication and requires major revision. I also
recommend the authors to read carefully the "Instruction to author" section. Major points: -
English needs revision - The name of microoganisms should be writen in italics. - Reference section:
many of them are "out of date" and others are cited four times (107, 134, 154 & 158) - Table 3: Is it
needed a table to show the clinican breakpoints for Enterobacteriaceae? - Table 2: OXA-24 and
OXA-40 are the same enzyme - Table 2: OXA-40 has also been identified in two Pseudomonas
aeruginosa isolates.
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A good review I suggest to add CLSI break point to table 3 and to compare that to EULCAST and
elaborate on any differences.




