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There are too many old references in the text and these should be updated with

the most recent ones lasting no more than 10 years.

The authors should ensure the proofreading of their manuscript.

| do not understand why many words are written sometimes starting with upper
cases and with lower cases.

Kindly provide space between values and their units.

The authors should describe the antimicrobial susceptibility test. It is missing in the
methodology section.

Kindly specify conditions of inoculum storage.

Delete “Results and Discussion” since these sections are not combined in the
manuscript.

Why are tables inserted in the discussion? Kindly send them in the appropriate
section.

The Antibiotypes of the MBL-producing E. coli....“hence they were multidrug
resistance”. Something is wrong in the section in quotation marks. Kindly
reformulate. Also, see comment N°3 for “Antibiotypes”.

Avoid repeating results in the discussion section.

There are too many reference styles in this section as well as mistakes. Kindly
check your references for uniformity and conformity with authors’ guidelines.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) )Animals were not used for experiment, only faecal samples were obtained at

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? the slaughter house.

YES. The authors should provide thical approval since hey used animals in the

study.
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