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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 

reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

The artwork of all figures is rather weak and has to be improved. I 

am not sure that authors should use three-dimensional 

histograms in their figures.  

 

In many cases another scale should be used for axis (for example 

on Fig. 6 – X, Fig. 3 – Y, etc. The description of figures should be 

expanded: each figure should contain: the title, the body 

(graphics) and the legend (description below the graphical part) – 

use this scheme in all figures.  

All figures build without any statistic analysis, that has to be 

added. Box-whiskers plot, not histograms, are recommended.  

Fig.7 is very hard to read. 

List of abbreviations should be added. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

I am not sure that you have to organize references like that: (2014) 
[26]. The year of publication could be found within reference and it is 
not necessary to duplicate it ones more.  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

I wonder why authors select Microbiology Research Journal for the 

publication of their work. I think it would be more reasonable to chose 

another Journal from SCIENCEDOMAIN group. 
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