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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. 
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can not be further detailed. 
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The subparagraphs 2.4.2-2.4.7 may be included in a 
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