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Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_JABB_40699 
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Type of  Article: 

Original Research Article 

 
 
 
  
PART 2:  
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 
As I have commented for this manuscript, expressing a trade name of goods in a 
research article is not legally appropriate unless from the manufacturer himself . 
Either good or bad result related to the product has indirect conflict of interest. And 
I do not think there is only Close Up toothpaste marketed in the authors' country.  

The product name Close Up will be put as initials (CU) while the Competing 
Interests Disclaimer is also included. This eliminates any issue associated with 
litigation. 
 
Our country is a third world country and we do not have such a national ethics 
committee, and as such are not mandated to pass through that procedure for 
use of animal in research, but at the university level, we submit such proposals 
for evaluation by a panel that permits such research. In this case, that was done. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 


