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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

 
 The quality of the manuscript has been improved after revision. I believe this review represents a timely contribution on the use of big 

data frameworks (such as Spark) in bioinformatics. Nonetheless, I still feel the sections on 'Spark in motif analysis' and 'Spark in 

population genomic inference' are still very confusing and potentially misleading. For example, calling 'motif' a type of noise in NGS 

data, and naively equating motifs with TFBS is incorrect. This indicates the authors may not fully understand these terms. Also, I still do 

not understand what do they mean by 'genomic inference' - estimating ancestry? population admixture? Simply re-iterating words in 

my questions is not sufficient. The authors should either significantly rewrite both sections and have these checked by experts in these 

areas, or should simply remove them. I am happy with the rest of the manuscript. 
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