Dear Prof. Wilke,
As before, I thank you and the reviewer for excellent reviews. I hope that these final changes warrant the
manuscript’s publication in PeerJ.
Finally, please note that I have just moved from Berkeley Lab (LBNL), and so my present address is: The
Multiscale Institute, Redwood City, CA U.S.A.
Sincerely,
Ranjan Mannige
Unsolicited changes
None in this version.
Editor’s Comments
I agree with the reviewer that the manuscript has very much improved but could benefit from one more
round of careful proof-reading and copy-editing.
A careful proof-reading and copy-editing has been completed. The changes to the manuscript are shown
in blue in the tracked PDF manuscript.
Reviewer 1 (Anonymous)
This new revision has extensive changes that aimed to answer the questions of the reviewers. The clarity
and exposition has improved. Due to the process of answering questions, the manuscript ended up having,
in my opinion, too many subheadings. I suggest to remove some that are not strictly necessary to improve
flow.
The following subheading has been removed: “How does the amide backbone (ω) change the chirality
landscape?”.
Since many sections were rewritten, I suggest to do a thorough revision checking for typos and vague
sentences to make sure the quality of reporting is maintained.
The manuscript has been checked and rechecked for typos and confusing statements. Changes in blue
indicate those corrections in the present tracked manuscript.
Experimental design
I have no further comments, the author has answered my questions satisfactorily.
Validity of the findings
The author has done a good job clarifying and explaining the limitations and the scope of the results. I
think the article has improved substantially in this regard.
Comments for the Author
The author has made a very good job at updating figures and providing more details on parts that were a
bit vague or confused before. I think the manuscript has improved with respect to the previous version.
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