Responses to editor’s comments

1. Please reference tables in order, so table 1 will be referred before table 2 and 3. (so maybe make this table as 1). Done, all three (3) Tables are now in the revised order, Thanks!

2. Brightfield? No. Bright field microscopy involves the image being illuminated from below and observed from above. We illuminated the image from above.

3. Please include the panels as well. N-S? Change effected, thanks for the good suggestion.

4. How is this done? Using fine forceps to carefully lift the plastic ring (annulus) away from the sample. The clarification has been made.

5. Please move this part to the results section and reference Figure S1 before Figure S2. Please change the number of the citations accordingly both in the text and in the reference section. Done.

6. [bookmark: _Hlk13823228]Are different panels reprinted from different publications? If yes, we will need reprint permission for all these. Explicit permission can be expressed in the form of a letter from the editor or a link to the editorial policy that allows re-prints. Please upload this information as a .doc or .docx file to your Editorial Manager account. The Figure must be cited appropriately in the Figure Legend, i.e. “This figure has been modified from [citation].” No, all these original photographs have been taken expressly for this manuscript. We took these images ourselves in our own laboratories. These panels are unique, novel, and have never appeared elsewhere.

7. [bookmark: _Hlk506304913]Please remove trademark (™) and registered (®) symbols from the Table of Equipment and Materials. Please sort the tables in alphabetical order. Done, good idea!

8. [bookmark: _Hlk13823553]As we are a methods journal, please revise the Discussion to explicitly cover the following in detail in 3-6 paragraphs with citations:
[bookmark: _GoBack]a) Critical steps within the protocol
b) Any modifications and troubleshooting of the technique
c) Any limitations of the technique
d) The significance with respect to existing methods
e) Any future applications of the technique
Presently it is missing b and c.
We have now addressed these limitations, e.g. that seed size is a limiting factor for the success of this technique, but we have also expanded on the limitations in any case, to be sure, as follows: “However, there are several limitations to the technique presented here. Sections obtained using this technique are not thin enough for light to pass through which prohibits the use of this technique for transmitted-light based microscopic approaches like bright field (500 µm maximum sample thickness for rice kernel sections25) and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) (500 nm maximum sample thickness26). The use of a pipette tip as the sectioning ‘matrix’ also limits the size of seed that can be sectioned using this technique. Further troubleshooting would be required to adapt this technique for species highly dissimilar from rice (e.g. Nicotiana benthamiana), and the size of the ‘matrix’ is limited by the size of pipette tips available for purchase.”
  
