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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some identification test have to be made in order to really identified the Enterobacteriacea 
family. I suggested a few but improvement has to be made. 
 
The references are too old please update them.  I really want to review the updated 
manuscript with the new identification test suggested. 

The Vogues-Proskauer test was used to identify Klebsiella spp 
The references have also been updated by incorporating the new ones 
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