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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? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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1. The issue is not new, but the case with data of the six tree species used in urban can be 
interesting in adapt these plants in environments. 

 
2. No, the suggestion: Seasonal photosynthesis, transpiration, and water use efficiency of six 

tree species used in urban landscapes. 
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4. Yes, but with affirmations not security. 
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6. Yes. The suggestion: Ting-Ting Xie,Pei-Xi Su,Song Gao. Photosynthetic rate, 
transpiration rate, and water use efficiency of cotton canopy in oasis edge of Linze], The 
Journal of applied ecology. 2010 Jun;21(6):1425-31 
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