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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

In their revised manuscript the authors have addressed many, but not all of my previous comments. 
Unfortunately, most of that information is buried in the supplementary material, and not discussed or 
referred to in the manuscript. The authors only discuss this in their reply to the comments of the 
reviewers. I think it is essential that the authors describe these issue in the paper itself. They should not 
only satisfy the reviewers, but should make the paper itself more clear to future readers. 

(1) I think the authors have misunderstood my comment about the allele frequency spectra. I 
meant a plot that shows the number of SNPs for different MAF (minor allele frequency) classes. This is 
related to my previous comment number 3. Adding a plot for the SNPs that are already in dbSNP and the 
novel SNPs identified in this study should also show a clear difference (most novel ones have very low 
MAF).  

(2) Related to the low MAF of the novel SNPs: I think the authors should comment on the false 
discovery rate of the SNPs or at least indicate that this is to be expected to be higher for SNPs with low 
MAF (so higher in the novel ones). 

(3) I still do not agree with the grouping of the animals into 7 distinct clusters. The branches in the 
NJ tree are not very easy to see, but the tree nevertheless suggests that: 

- SW2 and TC2 form 1 cluster consisting of 4 sub-clusters.  

- Two of the RJF seem to cluster with SW3 

- SW1 and TC3 cluster together into a single large cluster. If one would make separate sub-clusters, the 
TC3 individuals would be split into two subgroups together with different SW1 individuals. 

This is also confirmed by the PCA plot, where SW2 and TC2 cluster together or form two separate 
clusters: (Cluster 1: 5 SW2 and 1 TC2 and cluster 2 with 6 SW2 and the remaining TC2 individuals. 
Likewise, SW1 and TC3 can be considered as 1 cluster (or two highly related populations with a bit of 
overlap). 

(4) The abbreviations SW, TC are still not defined in the manuscript. 

(5) The authors have added information about small indels to the supplement. However this is not 
mentioned in the manuscript. (also they still do not clearly mention in the manuscript that the numbers 
all refer to substitutions). 



(6) The novel SNPs should be submitted to dbSNP and accession numbers should be provided in the 
manuscript. 
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