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This manuscript seems to be scientifically correct, This study aimed to isolate and characterize
antibiotic-resistant bacteria from selected fish pond ecosystems. The increasing prevalence of
antibiotic-resistant bacteria in aquatic ecosystems poses a significant threat to public health and
environmental sustainability.
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appropriate?
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
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This manuscript seems to be scientifically correct, all standard protocols are followed, results and
methods are substantiated with proper figures and data.
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