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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The work presented to me for review is interesting and contains a lot of useful clinical

information. I have a few critical comments: 1. There is no information on how many

patients from the group treated with LP N1115 passed stools initially and after 3 months

of intervention (the enigmatic information of 54 patients did not do so), it is insufficient,

because conclusions were drawn based on the number of collected stool samples - ? 2.

There is no information on how feces were collected in the group of 74 patients who

received only general treatment. Was an analogy used and stool samples were collected

once initially or twice, i.e. after 3 months of treatment? 3. Were antibiotics or proton

pump inhibitors (PPIs) used in both groups, and if so, why were antibiotics and PPIs

used? 4. How old were the patients? 5. How many women and how many men?
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