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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 The article needs to be improved in its writing, grammar and English. It is imperative
that it be reviewed by a translator. The introduction is outdated, citing very old
articles and only one appointment corresponds to the year 2014, which is the most
updated. There is no connection between one paragraph and another. It must be
improved in its entirety. With respect to the material and methods, the use of
controls with commercial antibiotics is not observed, but results are presented with
these. I do not observe repetitions, and less statistical analysis, which do not need
to be very elaborate for this type of research. The presentation of results is poor.
The graphics, even when they are on the same scale, are confusing. The discussion
of results is very basic and far from what is being investigated. The bibliography
should be updated and cited correctly and in a similar way, both in the text and at
the end.
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