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	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.


	1. Complex regulatory interactions between signalling pathways caused by biotic and abiotic stresses in plants has been summarized.
2. ROS, phytohormones, enzyme cascades , TFs like WRKY etc had all been included in detail.

3. The syngergestic (cross-tolerance) and defese mechanisms are mentioned.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Review is in detail,  The ROS and Ca2+ signalling pathways triggered under external and internal stress conditions are explained through clear figures. Future directions for stress tolerance have been suggested. A precise conclusion has been drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References are adequate and recent (including 2025).
2. A huge number of references (18) are not in the text. 

3. Please include them at appropriate places.
	

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


	English is simple and precise, has been corrected at a few places.
Overall written well and could be followed with ease.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Line spacing should be double for the review to make comments.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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