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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Objective of the study is not clear 
2. Study design unclear- priority can give to the methods rather than persons. 
3. EMC liquid cultures and obtained sterile CFCM and tested in all but 11 LH isolates(All but 11 LH 

not understandable) 
4. Methodology should be mention the methods employed in the present study.  
5. [2] (Gruenheid et al., 2012) The journal format not followed. No need to mention the author et.al 

number is enough. 
6. The output of the work is really appreciated but the results were presented very poor. Need to 

present it proper way. 
 

 
Plagiarism Issue- 
 
11 % found by using turnitin plagiarism software. 
 

  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Line 212 to 228, mention about the center from where the isolates were collected is enough. No 

need to mention the names of all the professors who helped to get the strains. If author 
interested can mention about their support at acknowledgment. 

2.  Avoid lot of citations at discussion which may impact on the novelty of the work. 
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