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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 
 

 
Line 48: use “microbial culture instead of microbial isolates” 
Line 63: Negative control? 

The word was changed to microbial cultures instead of microbial 
isolates in line 48.  
In line 63 the word negative was added.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Ethical clearance is required because commercial products were used. 
 
 

In Malaysia, ethical clearance is just needed with the use of human or animal 
as experimental model. Ethical clearance is not needed for the use of 
commercial products.  
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