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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This study mainly dealt with the inhibitory effects of 
chitosan and the isolated rhizobacteria Enterobacter 
hormaechei from sugarcane on the growth of 
Colletotrichum falcatum in culture. In the abstract, 
author claims that 5 isolates showed highest plant 
growth promoting traits, which was not, however, 
presented in the result section. Although the production 
of indole acetic acid and a few other chemicals from 
isolates in culture could be indicator as characteristics 
of PGPR, to be more convincing, further bioassays 
would be necessary.  
Regarding the result section, the 6th bar in Fig. 6 was 
not clearly described. The result in Fig. 8 was 
somehow contradicted with the description in line 233 
and 234.  
Finally, this manuscript needs to be edited to make it 
understood easier.  
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