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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In this paper authors have investigated / highlighted the latest reports about the 
impact of different abiotic stresses on different growth stages and other morpho-
physiological processes of important Brassica species such as canola/rapeseed 
(Brassica napus), Indian mustard (Brassica juncea), Brassica oleracea and 
Brassica rapa.. 
 
Authors have concluded that the present study will be useful to identify the best 
abiotic stress tolerant Brassica genotypes for further genetic engineering program 
and crop improvement programs. 
 
The study is found interesting and manuscript is almost structured properly and 
linguistically refined.  
Following corrections / modifications are required to be done: 
 
12.CONCLUSION  is to be replaced as: 11. CONCLUSION  
 

It should also be re-written point wise outcome based. 
 
 
 

All mentioned suggestions are corrected accordingly. Conclusion is 
now written point wise. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is recommended for publication after incorporating above 
suggestion / comments. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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