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1. The problem is that the significance, the author has mentioned in the results, did not
indicate significance between which groups? i.e. Which groups were compared to each
other?.

2. Even the standard Cefotaxime was not referred to at all. We usually use a standard drug to
compare the potency of the extract to that of the standard, which was not achieved in this
work.

3. The authors mentioned that "MIC should be determined for better potency of extracts" but
did not respond to?
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