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with reviewer, correct the 
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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

 

Minor REVISION 
comments 
 

 
Just 2 words to fix in introduction:  
diarrhoea (line 3) / bacteramia (line 9) 
 
 
 
 

Diarrhoea has been changed to 
infectious diarrhoea to make it 
more suitable. The word 
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