BINGHAMTON  Characterizing Biofilm Dispersion in the Gut Bacterium Enterococcus faecalis
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Fig 8. OG1RF mid-log cultures were grown for 18 hours in 100% TSB, shaken at 180 rpm,
treated with either the oxazolidinone linezolid (A) or the glycopeptide vancomycin (B) for
1 hour, washed, and then plated. This experiment was done in triplicate, and each data
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Fig 2. Confocal laser scanning microscopy showing a combined Z-stack of
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