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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 
 

A suggested title correction was given above. 
 
Throughout the manuscript, in the text including abstract and in all Tables and Figures, ten 
bacterial isolates should be referred to as their name that was defined by the Authors (such 
as A, B, C, D…J). However in most places, they referred to as their names (ATCC, DSM 
etc) coming from the result of BLAST analysis This problem should be clearly corrected. 
 
Gen Bank accession numbers should be provided in the manuscript. 
 

 
Corrections have been implemented based on these comments in our revised 
manuscript 
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