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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
The article in general is well written but they need 
to review some bacterial name for sample 
Morganella morgani they  wrote Morganella 
morgana, also they wrote spp the correct form is 
spp., 

 

THE NAMES OF BACTERIA WRONGLY SPELT 

HAVE BEEN CORRECTED.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Result are good but but in My opinion they need more 
explanation about RAPD 
This paper reports the RAPD molecular fingerprinting 
and they need have some explication about  intra-specific 
diversity index. 
What do they used for the structure of the phenogram? 
it is necessary to have data RAPD with a similar statistical 
treatment to have a comparison point. 
 

 

 -  ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION  ABOUT RAPD 

 HAS  BEEN  GIVEN, SEE LINES 74 – 76. 

  

 - THE DATA COLLECTED FOR THE PHEOTYPES  

WERE USED TO STRUCTURE THE PHENOGRAM 

WITH THE AID OF THE COMPUTER 

 -  THE STUDY WAS NOT A COMPARATIVE 

STUDY AND SO DATA WERE NOT COLLECTED 

FOR SOME OTHER TREATMENTS 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

Whilst this is a good discussion but need to recent studies 
for comparison 

 

 


