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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Very interesting study.  
 
 
Need images on PCR to view. (only) 
 

The authors deeply appreciate the reviewer’s perspective. 
 
Again, the authors deeply appreciate the reviewer’s perspective. Of course, 
there is no way we can generate nucleotide sequencing results without gel 
electrophoresis and utilising its results. However, we are of the opinion that 
nucleotide sequencing result is more accurate and consequently, supersedes 
gel pictures. Hence, since nucleotide sequencing results have been presented 
in this manuscript, we see no need to present gel pictures. 
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