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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS: 

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author): 

The authors have properly addressed the concerns raised in the Nat. Phot. review process and 

revised the manuscript accordingly. I view the work as a clear demonstration of a novel technique 

resulting in an important advance in the field and consider it suitable for publication in Nature 

Communications. 

Reviewer #3 (Remarks to the Author): 

My concerns have been addressed and I support publication 


