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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 Highlighted words from the title have been separated

-In your tittle separate the highlighted words Abstract now captures brief methodology, specifically from line 9 to 11
Line 29 is now completed but now in line 32, 33

-A good abstract must capture at least brief information on methods you used to get | Line 42 words joined together has been separated

your results. So add brief methods to your abstract Line 105 has been corrected, nutrient agar was used to preserve bacterial
isolates
-Line 29, the highlighted statement is not complete Media used for isolation of the organisms have been mentioned

-Line 42, separate the highlighted words and do same to other word that | have
highlighted in this manuscript

- Line 105, you don’t use potato dextrose agar to preserve bacterial isolates

-Line 118, were not are

- You didn’'t mention media you use to isolate your organism, Line 61, 66, 70, 73, 80

and 84
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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