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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. Grammar and writing should be improved
throughout, there are many errors in the
current version that should be corrected by
more careful editing.

2. No statistics are provided for comparisons
that resulted in conclusions.  In all cases
statistics should be provided in the text for
conclusions and, if possible, also provided in
tables/figures.  Methods used should also be
provided.  In the absence of statistics
conclusions should be deleted.

3. The significance of a correlation with
temperature has not been demonstrated.
Statistics would make this conclusion
accurate, if supported by the statistics.

4. Reference to travel-associated infections
(Conclusions) is inappropriate, considering
that residence water supplies were
evaluated.  Travel-associated infections could
only be addressed by looking at hotel water
systems, which have very different
engineering and construction specifications.

5. RAPD-PCR is not defined in Fig. 2 and it
should be.

6. Line 147. ‘sensitized’ is not the correct word
here, possibly the authors mean ‘linked to’
(deleting with).

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional/General comments Only with conclusions that are currently not welljustified. Statistics are needed to draw conclusions.
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