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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

The authors have to specify the number of analyzed
samples for each treatments

The subparagraph 2.4.1 in my opinion is too detailed

In the tables the use of superscripts (upper and lower
case) makes hard to read the results, I suggest to use
a different method for highlighting statistical
significant values

Thank you and the replicates of this experiment
are stated in the materials and methods.

With due respect to your opinion this subparagraph
can not be further detailed.

Again with due respect to your opinion | think to
my information, no other means can be for
explanation of statistical analysis

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

The subparagraphs 2.4.2-2.4.7 may be included in a
only subparagraph

[ think separate subparagraphs are useful
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