Reviewer’'s comments:

| have reviewed the paper a second time and have found it much improved. It is much sharper now.
Congratulations.

| have taken the liberty to provide further edits to the paper, which | decided to highlight in yellow, to make
it easier for the author to distinguish where these changes were proposed.

| have recommended a change to the title. And also recommend that the author reviews/revises all the
references to standard international practice.

Both the discussion and conclusions could be expanded a little (perhaps) to clarifty the "Foraging
preferences" found in the Results. | found it hard to find the words "foraging preferences" in these
sections.

Author’s feedback:

Thank you for your time and effort in proposing the necessary edits/suggestions to the manuscript.

Further edits done to the paper by the reviewer have been corrected and highlighted in the revised
manuscript (V2), wherever appropriate.

The recommended title has been adopted and highlighted in the manuscript. The references in the
manuscript are according to the specifications laid by the AJEE and are not according to the standard
international practice. Hence this recommendation could not be considered and the format for the
references has been retained as they are. Please provide suggestions on which standard form to follow.

Edits have been made to the discussion and conclusion sections to include “foraging preferences” in the
text. The edits are highlighted in the manuscript.



