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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 
 

 
1. Its is bacteriostatic not bacteristatic 

 

2. Data analysis is required to be added which explain the statistical results if it is 

significant or not as if the p value is less than 0.5 this means the result is significant 

this can be done using SPSS  

 

 
1. Done 

 
 

2.  We have not enough experience to do statistic analysis. 
Our aim of study is  to know the efficacy of the extraction toward  
Mycoplasma and in the future studies we will go more deep 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Other grammatical, spacing and punctuation errors mentioned in the manuscript. Please 
refer to the manuscript. 
 

Done 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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