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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS:

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author):

I previously reviewed this paper and I feel that the authors have effectively addressed all of my
queries.

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author):

I appreciate the author's efforts to carefully address the reviewer's concerns. My concerns have been
fully addressed. I recommend the publication of this manuscript as is.

Reviewer #3 (Remarks to the Author):

The authors were very receptive to the previous comments and suggestions. This is a well performed

study that will of be of broad interest. All conclusions are well supported by the available data. I highly
recommend publication in Nature Communications.



