
We	thank	the	editor	for	very	careful	reading	of	both,	ms	and	SI.		
All	typos	are	corrected.	
The	good	agreement	of	experimental	data	between	Boxer	1974	and	us	mentioned.	
	
Replay	to	the	non-public	question:	
Unfortunately,	we	were	not	able	to	obtain	2D	data	from	that	samples	allowing	us	to	
obtain	some	solid	assignments.	Therefore,	we	cannot	assign	the	two	signals	from,	for	
example,	C-19	to	either	donor	or	acceptor	sides.	One	might	conclude	that	the	common	
phase	change	of	the	signals	at	168.8	and	168.1	(both	are	assigned	to	C-19)	must	occur	
from	either	donor	or	acceptor	side	(because	their	field-dependence	is	identical)	and	that	
would	strengthen	our	conclusion	that	two	branches	are	active.	However,	we	feel	the	S/N	
is	too	poor	for	such	conclusions.	
	
	
	
	


