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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS:

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author):

The authors revised the manuscript carefully according to the review report of the first round. With
the newly added discussion and reference citation, | think the paper meets the standard of Nature
Communications, and | recommend it to be published in the present form.

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author):

As mentioned in my previous report, the work is nicely written, interesting and scientifically sound.
Although it lacked the impact of a paper suitable for Nature Physics, | suggested the authors to
transfer their work to Nature Communications. The second referee has the same opinion.
Furthermore, the authors have included all recommendations by the referees.

| therefore recommend publication to Nature Communications.
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