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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. There is no need to present the obtained data as percentage (lines 15, 16; Table 2 and 
Fig.3); as this does not serve either their interpretation or general conclusions. The number 
of isolates in all cases would be very good. (23.33% for 7 of 21 isolates looks 
"pseudoscintific"...) 
 
2. Fig. 2 should be deleted, since it is incorrect to present the obtained data by connecting 
the data points with lines as if there are some intermediate values. It would be quite 
enough to indicate the number of isolates in the text (just three figures). 
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