[bookmark: _GoBack]Editor’s Comment:
In this revised version, the authors have revised the manuscript based on the comments and suggestions rendered on the previous version. Nevertheless, as can be seen from the annotated manuscript, some revisions are necessary before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
· There are two main shortfalls in the study that were not addressed. One of these is the use of technical replicates, and the second is the use of duplicates in certain experiments.
· The authors should consult a biostatistician for data analysis, as the use of the t-test for assessing significance is inappropriate for the study design.
· Cite authorities for binomials at their first mention and provide scientific names for all taxa for which common names are mentioned.
· Delete Table 1 as it does not add any additional information to that presented in the methods.
· Insert scale bars for the microimages presented in Table 2.
· It is not necessary to repeat the values presented in the figures in the results.
· Figures should be self-explanatory. Indicate if the error bars indicate standard error or standard deviation. Moreover, specify the method used for differentiating the significant means in the legends.
· Do not number the references in the list, as the numbering system was not used for citing references in the text. Italicize the binomials and double-check the DOIs.
· When submitting a revision, please highlight the changes made in response to the comments and suggestions.
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