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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
In Abstract: 
Respctvely should be respectively. 
Full name of the species.  
 
In Introduction: 
 
Line 47: Lacobacillus should be Lactobacillus.  
 
In material and methods: 
Use ml or mL  
Line 82: 105 and 0.mL should be 105  and 0.1 mL 
Line 83: 105 should be 105   
Line 84: These was should be “These were” 
Line 83: nutrient, MacC onkey and salmonella/shigella should be “Nutrient, MacConkey 
and Salmonella/Shigella Agar” 
Line 103,104, 106-108, 115, 117: E. coli should be italic. 
Line 128: S. aureus should be italic: 
Line 95 “Identification of Isolated Bacteria” Reference/s should be added.  
 
In Results: 
All species names should be italic. 
Table should be redrawn. 
3.1 subheading should be added. 
In 3.1, The data values are incompatible with table 1. 
The numerical values of the figures are missing. 
Figures and Table 3 should also be evaluated in the results. 
The last table (possible table 4) was unused in the article, the abbreviations are not 
specified.  
Line 171: “Numbesr in parentheses =percentages” should be deleted. 
 
In Disccussion: 
Line 200: Pseudmonas should be Pseudomonas. 
Please discuss the results of figures. 
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Corrected 
 
 
All correction were effected in the manuscript 
 
 
 
 
Corrected 
 
 
 
Revision done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

References should be checked. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I think that the language should be revised over all the text. the paper should be revised by 
a native speaker.  
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