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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 
 

 
First of all, I want to thank you for choosing me to comment on your work. 
Then I congratulate you on your work. 
I found your work to be especially well detailed. 
However, there are just few typos to correct: 
1)        page (3), line (1)         
 The canid head sample was marked as ‘Seizure 1’ (Fig 1).   --------->   In the (Fig 
1), it was marked as ‘a’ 
2)       page (3), line (2)         
 the suspected musk pod was marked as ‘Seizure 2’ (Fig 1) --------->   In the (Fig 
1), it was marked as ‘b’ 
 
3)       page (5), lines (18) et (19)    
 The distances between 12S rRNA sequences of query samples and NCBI 
database entries ranges from 0.000 to 0.005  --------->     The distances between 12S 
rRNA sequences of query samples and NCBI database entries range from 0.000 to 0.005  
4)       page (5), line (20)     

 It is observed from the matrix that query sequences does not have any divergence with     
--------->     It is observed from the matrix that query sequences do not have any divergence with 
 

 
I thank you for your valuable time in reviewing our manuscript. I have 
corrected the pointed errors and marked it yellow in the revised manuscript for 
your kind perusal. 
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