Reviewer #2: 

Thank you for your support and valuable comments on this work！
The title is satisfactory.

Abstract:

The abstract is satisfactory and in some how, Does not characterize the essence of the work.

Suggestions and Comments?

Expand the key results and include a solid take home message.

The key words are adequate.

Response: Thanks for the reviewer's advices. The abstract has been improved to characterize the essence of the work.

Introduction:

Adequate

Inadequate and explicit hypothesis to be tested is missing

Suggestions and Comments? Not clear what is known and what not, and what is new and novel in this study. Testing hypothesis / clear objectives are lacking.

The problem is well stated.

Response: Thanks for the valuable comments. The Introduction has been improved according to the comments. Specially, the issues that " Not clear what is known and what not, and what is new and novel in this study " was addressed.

Methods:

The description and documentation is improbable. Like all the protocols is included, it's too much.

The experiment is properly planned. The data is reliable.

The conclusion should be adjusted.

The discussion could be improved.

Response: Thanks for the valuable comments. The conclusion has be adjusted and the discussion improved.

