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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1- The manuscript must write according to the journal template. 
2- The manuscript contain some  originality .  
3- It was noticed that there is a similarity rate of 29% after deleting references, and the percentage that is less 

than 1%. I do not know whether this percentage is acceptable for the journal or not. 
4- 2.0 MATERIALS AND METHODS    should write like this       2.  MATERIALS AND METHODS .    
5- In the paragraph "2.3 Sampling procedures"   the word six (or) the number 6 must be deleting. 
6- In the paragraph "2.4 Sample collections"     the word   ( Amies  )   must write       Amie's. 
7- The paragraph   "2.5 Selective enrichment"  need to a reference.  
8- The scientific name must write in abbreviation form in the text. 
9- 3.0     RESULTS   should write like this         3.RESULTS, and     (shown in fig 1.0)     should write like this   

(shown in fig 1). 
10- 4.0 DISCUSSION         should write like this         4. DISCUSSION  . 
11-  REFERENCES: the reference 20     should be written like other references in terms of publication details.  
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