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This manuscript has been improved in the new reversion, but it is still not good
enough for publication. My main concerns are:

1.

More comments and modifications have been put in the reversion.

Same as that mentioned in the first review (point 2), some methods are not
clear, such as 2) how the authors selected the isolates or defined the
morphotypes? 3) How to calculate the CFU/g of plant tissue?

Same as that mentioned in the first review (point 3), the authors did not give
any evidence to support their identification of the bacteria. If the data are
too much to present in the manuscript, a supplementary table may be
included to show the grouping results and the main evidence or characters
for the identification of each group.

In discussion, only the previous studies were mentioned, but they are not
used to explain the results of this work, or they have no relation to the
results of this work.

There are still many minor errors, which have been indicated in the first
time of review, such as the used of “sp.”

In several cases, the authors mentioned “morphotypes were isolated”. I
guess this refers to isolates. Morphotypes can be identified or defined, but
not isolated. Then, if you really mean morphotypes, you have to give the
method how they were defined.
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