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 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/I  suggest the modification of  all key words by the 

following ones: 

Genetic diversity, Genetic relationships, Pennisetum 

pupureum, Population structure- Simple sequence 

repeats transferability. 

2/Authors should indicate in the introduction the regime 

of reproduction and ploidy level of the studied species.  

3/In material and methods, origin and symbol of 

different populations must be given in a table. 

4/ In the text, the references must be cited in the end of 

the sentences. 

5/ Line 86 “ to 0.96 (CTM59)” must be replaced by “0.98 

(PGIRD25)” 

6/I don’t see that table 4 is relevant as the mean and the 

highest distance values are mentioned in the text. Only 

the distance average should be added.   Instead of writing 

(table 4) in line 105, (Data not shown) is recommended. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Authors should review the form of the tables. They 

should  be identical. ( invisible lines, alignments, 

interlines...). 
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