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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The manuscript is atool and give some insight on water stress and antioxidant activity,
triggered by this stress and not by Paclobutrazole, this is contrary to other previous studies
in this specie as well other. For that it is important for the scientific community, to add in the
conclusion a better discussion regarding these differences, which can be due to different
experimentation settings.

The title, should show these results discrepancies with other publications.

Need some information regarding the results.

For the reading the structure is appropriate, | would define DAS, as it’s really not introduce
in the text as well explain why focus on proline and not other.

Regarding correct, | would introduce Paclobutrazole it mechanism and toxicity or not to
humans, as well as proline importance to be measure.

The references are sufficient and updated.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, only for few grammar it is suitable for international communications.

Optional/General comments

It should be corrected and clarified these few comments, and it is important as to know different
experimental setting with this specie.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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