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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 
 

There are some compulsory changes to do. 
The most important is relative to the concept of mycobacteriosis. 
The authors are doing some mistake relative this one, since consider the bacteria 
from the MTBC as able to cause a mycobacteriosis. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It is also important to highlight that there are some results inside the topic 
Conclusions. It is not necessary. 
 
I did some changes in the shape of Table 3 , if you like, use it for all tables. 
 
Also, the figures are not very well done. I sugest some improvement of them. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The study was very well done and shows a relevant information about the diseases caused 
by mycobacteria and highlight to the need of the correct diagnosis of these diseases. 
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