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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 
 

 
 
The author should insert the entire abstract in the manuscript.The introduction part 
is too long; it should be shorter.  
Also they have to provide data about the origin of the culture media and the 
microscop data (the name of the country and town). 
Also the author made some misspelled the name of the culture media “ MacConkey”  
(he wrote MaConckey) and also in table no. 3 the name of the germ “ Escherichia 
coli” (he wrote “ Esherichia coli” )  
 
The manuscript has also a lot of grammar mistakes. That is why, the English written 
style should be revised by a English native speaker in order to remove grammar and 
spelling inaccuracies and to make the manuscript more formal. 
The name of the microbes should be written using the “ italic”  font. 
 

The entire abstract has been inserted in the manuscript. Also, other errors 
pointed out by the reviewer have been corrected accordingly. Thank you. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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