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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 all units must be in cfu/g or log cfu/g. All Latin name must be with italics. Table 
2-5 correct UFC to CFU. Number in Table 2-5 correct as log. Please see table 1. In 
table is log cfu/g why is not right in all text. Results must be rewrite with right units. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The authors tanks the reviewer for his contribution to improve the 
scientific quality of these manuscript. We have checked and corrected 
the Latin names and the unit mistakes in Tables 2-5; 
However, we chose to express bacterial loads in CFU as indicated in 
section 2.3- of the manuscript in order to perform statistical analyses, 
but in Tables 6 and 7, it's the compliance with the standard AFNOR 
which has been indicated in Log CFU because we expressed this 
standard in LogCFU in Table 1.  
All the part corrected are highlight in the manuscript 
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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) 
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