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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is well-written.
The author works with a crop that has been little studied, despite the topic (salinity) being well-debated.
The results, if well explored, could serve as a basis for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, it is.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section?
Please write your suggestions here.
	I found it lengthy.
It's well-written, but I suggest the author review the journal's rules, as abstracts typically have a certain number of words and are written in a single paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It has some mistakes, but no major problems as long as they are corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	I suggest that the author present more current references, as around 80% of the references are more than 10 years old.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments
	As previously mentioned, the manuscript is well-written, but some corrections are needed.
Some suggestions are presented in the Word file itself.
The results are poorly discussed; nor does he compare or corroborate his results with those of other studies evaluating the same type of stress, despite the vast literature on the subject.
I emphasize that the results and discussion have serious problems, such as the presentation of the tables and their titles. I suggest to the author:
Do not present the calculations in the tables, as they were already presented in the materials and methods;
Present the results in the same order as they are in the table (e.g.
Table 4);
Correct the table by redoing them, as they should be self- explanatory to facilitate reader understanding and should have the same layout as the text;
Change the table numbering;
Figures 1, 2, and 3 should be presented in the results and as appendices, as they are photos of the experiment. At the end of the
manuscript there is a suggestion for presenting the tables.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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