Editor’s Comment:
There are two major issues with the revision of the manuscript:
Firstly, the authors reject the recommendations for an alternative statistically valuation of the variability. They state that:
‘it provides consistent results for the investigated parameters. The authors believe that the use of LSD does not affect the validity or interpretation of the results, as all comparisons were clearly significant and supported by the presented data.’
Providing consistent results and supporting the presented data does not validate the use of a particular statistical methodology.
Secondly, the data presented in tables 3 through 8, indicate in the legend that the mean and standard deviations are presented. However none of these tables contain standard deviation values, only the means and an indication of those which are significantly different based on their statistical interpretation. These tables need to be fully populated with the data.
I certainly would not approve publication without these additional modifications to the manuscript.
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