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correct the manuscript and highlight that 
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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 
 

Title should be change as DIVERSITY of Ralstonia 
solanacerum SPECIES STRAINS IN SOLANACEOUS 
CROPS PRODUCTION REGIONS OF CENTRAL KENYA 
(replace term species with strains) 

There is controversial statement in the conclusion section in 
the Abstract. The pathogenic factor that mention in the 
sentence is not clear. Actually Conclusion is not reflect 
objective of the study. 
There is no clear cut objective/s indicate in the main text. 
Author should clearly indicate the area that collect samples 
are regions or counties. I feel term use as countries is not 
appropriate. 
There is no clear cut methodology to explain how they 
confirm Pathogenicity. 
Some discussion parts are not relevant to the particular 
findings of the study (ex: page 4 ,1

st
 paragraph) 

Dendogram is not clear. Please include high quality diagram 
with clear labelling 
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Optional/General comments The study is regionally important.  
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