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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
This study is about” Incidence of Extended Spectrum Beta-Lactamase (ESBL)-
Producing Bacteria in Salad Vegetables in Ondo City, Nigeria”  
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
No revision 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Lack of Novalty,  but acceptable 
 
 

There is a major difference between originality and novelty of research. I 
understand that the originality could be illuminating new research area while 
novelty could be creating new methodologies. Existing published methods, 
which were appropriately cited, were channeled into a new research area as 
this study implied. This is almost the first study that detected ESBLs-
producing bacteria in salad vegetables in NIigeria. 
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