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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. There are a lot of errors in the English in the manuscript. This sometimes makes it 

difficult to understand.  

2. There are a few errors in the conventions of taxonomic classifications. Ensure genus 

names have a capital letter at the start and species names have a lower case letter e.g. 

Ligustrum robustum 

3. Be consistent with either US English or UK English in your spelling 

4. I found the results (text) regarding the T-RFLP analysis difficult to understand 

5. The figure legends are lacking in detail. There is no information about group 

size/number of experiments performed etc. 

6. Many tables lack units for the values shown 

7. Is it usual that results vary depending on the detection methods used, as you found 

with the Bifidobacterium? You discuss that different groups obtain different results 

but not if other groups have had similar discrepancies when they use more than one 

method of detection. 

8. I think many of your results would be better presented as graphs rather than tables.  
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