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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

-Introduction: Please make it more interesting.
Give some examples.

-Line 145: Which previous report? lts
ambiguous, the authors should clarify.
-Discussion: Please compare your results with
previous studies.

1. We have added the appropriate examples in the
introduction section.

2. This sentence appears to be inappropriate in
the results section, so we have deleted it.
(Located in line 165)

3. We have compared our results with other
studies in the discussion section.

Minor REVISION comments

-Line 77: ‘FBS’ should be defined here, at the
first usage.

-Line 84: ‘PBS’ and ‘BSA’ should be defined
here, at first usage.

-Line 85: ‘NaN;’ should be defined here, at first
usage.

-Line 86: ‘mAbs’ should be defined at its first
usage.

PBS was defined as PBS (phosphate buffered
solution), FBS was defined as FBS (fetal bovine
serum), NaN; was defined as NaN; (Sodium azide),
BSA was defined as BSA (bovine serum albumin),
mAbs were defined as mAbs (Monoclonal
antibodies), SPF was defined as SPF (Specific
pathogen Free), as they were first used.

Optional/General comments

-Please check grammar. Eg. Populations,
methodology, discussions and conclusions

Grammar was checked and corrected, and these
include: Populations to population, methodology to
methods, discussions to discussion, conclusions to
conclusion, effector to effecter.
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