REVIEW COMMENTS
1. To reduce the degree to which your article sounds “like a thesis”, I have removed things like bulleted lists and bold sentences, and have added additional explanatory text to guide the reader through the article more clearly. 
2. I do not understand some of the quantitative methods in your Figures/analyses. In particular, the choice to graph cell counts and OD values next to one another in Figure 4A is unusual to me, and I suggest you explore other potential means of representing the data.
3. In general, the Figures are cluttered and would benefit from being redrawn with GraphPad Prism or R to improve quality and legibility – this can be performed as an additional Fee For Service if desired.
4. Your data should be quantitative where possible. In particular, the experiment in Figure 4B should be repeated with OD quantification at an appropriate wavelength if possible to facilitate more precise MIC calculations.
5. You should end your Conclusions with a broader statement about the implications of your results, as they now end abruptly.
6. Overall, the Discussion aspects of your manuscript would benefit from more information regarding the costs of SBP capsules, the feasibility of scaling up this production strategy, and the citation of other relevant studies in order to more fully contextualize your results.
7. From a novelty perspective, characterizing the metabolite composition within the different media samples prepared in the present study would be beneficial to the overall impact of the study.
8. I have added comments/questions throughout the article with the aim of improving clarity and flow – I would suggest addressing these prior to journal resubmission.
