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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
1. In abstract the authors mention CPX and CXM, please write them also in the complete name. In 

addition, the authors mention some values such as “24.222±1.7845” but it is incomplete due to 
lacking of unit. 

2. In the section of introduction, the authors need to explain why 16S rRNA was selected for 
studying evolution relationship. 

3. The authors must write “Molecular Identification” section in detail. For 16S rRNA, what kind of 
primer sequences used, the amplicon (expected product length), the setting for amplification, and 
the instruments used. 

4. Did the authors do sequencing? If sequencing was used, please provide the method in detail. 
5. Did this study have ethical approval? Please provide information about ethical approval in detail. 
6. For tables, it seems more convenient if the authors use one decimal. For instances 

12.200±10.9563 needs to be changed become 12.2±10.9 
7. The authors should show a representative result of the amplification 
8. Some typing errors such as catalas and oxidas. Please check all parts of this manuscript. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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