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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 
 

 
 
Whether Kappa particles are present in the cytoplasm of Tetrahymena ? 
Whether killer and sensitive strains are present? 
 
 
 
 

 
Dear reviewer, 
 
Thank you for these interesting questions. Indeed, Tetrahymena is not a 
pathogenic strain and does not contain Kappa particles like pathogenic 
paramecium. In nature, Tetrahymena feeds mainly on bacteria by 
phagocytosis. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
What is the effect of toxins in the medium on the conjugation process? 
 

It is described that the stressed Tetrahymena cell undergoes sexual 
reproduction (conjugation) before adopting a rounded form (cyst) that 
can no longer divide. This form of resistance can return to its normal 
form if any time it is in a normal growth medium otherwise it will die by 
apoptosis. (Nilsson, 2005) 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


