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This is an excellent paper. It would be useful if in their discussion the authors could re-
view the evidence in the recent Huldtgren et al. paper in Science (v. 234, p. 1696-1699)
which concludes that the common Doushantuo microfossils are not animal embryos.
Huldtgren et al. show preservation of envelopes for the the specimens which they stud-
ied. This study shows the lack of preservation of an animal embryo envelope. What
are the implications of this study for the interpretations made by Huldtgren et al., if any?
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