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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1.

The whole write-up could be put in the acceptable format for this Journal (IJPSS).

Minor REVISION comments

Corrections could be effected as here suggested —

1. Line 18: stress, Stevia spp. ; Line 20: Stevia rebaudiana Bertoni ;
Line 22: cuttings, and the seeds ; Line 23:infood. ;
Line 24: producing it’s planting materials ; Line 25: In Stevia rebaudiana cultivation,

high soil salinity is a key agricultural constraint, because ;
Line 26: output [2], because under high levels of salt (Na+) in the soil, most crop ;

Line 32: As aresult, itis critical ; Line 35:BL application has been ;
Line 49: Skoog [17]. ; Line 52:inthe cultureroom ; Line 53: details were as ;
Line 55: 120 mM and150 mM gL-1. ; Line 56: 3uM and 4uM gL-.
2. Line 61: 2.1.1 ; Line 65: 2.1.2 Length of shoot (cm explant-1) ;
Line 66: The shoot length of explants were measured ; Line 67: lengths were calculated ;
centimeters (cm).  Line 68:2.1.3 ;  Line 69: per explantwas
Line 70: 2.1.4
Line 72: Number of explants that survived ;  Line73: 215 ;
Line 74: of shoot was ;  Line78: 2.1.6 ; Line 82: 2.2 Photosynthetic ;
Line 83: Lichanthaler [19] method - (if possible could put Lichanthaler (1984) under the
End References) Line 84: 2.3 Statistical analysis ;
Within Tables 1 and 2; Line 121 to 122: Could change — Leaf Number to — Number of
Leaves ; Shoot Fresh Weight ; Shoot Dry Weight ; Lines 124 and 159:
Could delete - using Duncan’s multiple range test ;  Lines 126 and 163: Could

Change Fig. 1 and Fig. 2to—Plate 1. ; Plate2 ; Line 128: number of leaves,

shoot fresh and dry weight,
3. Babylon Journal University-Pure and Applied Science. 2010;18(4): ; Line 284: Effect
Line 287: (Saccharum spp.).

Optional/General comments

Good work, could put more effort to re-read and correct this write-up to become more
Perfect.
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