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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments The idea of the manuscript is very good and | think it is applicable, but you should to make sure that this radiation
dose is not harmful to human health.

There are some modification:

1. It was preferable to perform some chemical assessments such as pigments in leaves, proline content,
antioxidants activity or some enzymes specific to environmental stress in order to highlight the effects of the
tested factors. And at least determine Na element in the plant to be explain its accumulation in the plant
tissues.
| think since this experiment is an interaction experiment between two factors, it is must to explain the effect
of each factor separately through the average of mean
Soil physical and chemical analysis including Na and CI content must be mentioned
Please change the "image" word into "figure" word in page number 6
Remove the text box which including "0" number of figure (4) in page 8
Please name the parameters by their names so that the reader does not confuse the numbers of traits with
the numbers of mutant lines in page 9
Insert tables number 2 and 3 within the text in the right way
The author should be discuss the results more deeply
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Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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(If ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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