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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment 

This bibliographical review is important, since it aims to clarify the effects of abiotic 
stress in rapeseed crops and their transgenic improvement. 
 

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 
 

 
The review deals with the main causes of abiotic stress that affect crops, some of 
them very briefly and with few bibliographic citations consulted as the "Effect of 
frost stress on physiological properties of Brassica species 
Cold stresses reduces plant productivity "which is referred to as one of the most 
important along with symptoms in cold plant, only refers to 6 literature citations. 
In the conclusion, there is a lack of a critical and comparative view of the different 
publications reviewed and what the pending research topics are 
The reviewed bibliography in general is outdated, in the last 2 years there have 
been published numerous papers about the Effect of Abiotic Stresses on Brassica 
Species 

More citatations of most recently published work are added according 
to your instructions. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The present review should be as critical as possible of existing publications, 
exposing opposing points of view in different publications on the same subject, 
with the aim of discovering unclear aspects about these issues and pending to 
investigate and / or raise questions about some aspects that are unclear at 
present. 
To do this, it is fundamental to review the most recent publications. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
no 
 

 
 


