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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

e Review comments are highlighted in the manuscript.

e Suggestions to alternative expressions or ambiguous statements are marked
in red text.

The manuscript has been thoroughly modified

Minor REVISION comments

e Sub-sectional numbers are missing

o Reference formatting should be adjusted to the provisions of the journal's
instructions to authors

e Manuscripts should be properly paraphrased to reduce similarities with pre-
existing reviews on the subject.

e A number of the proteins were rather discussed from/in other organisms
than plant (which is the host-subject of the review).

e Some scientific names were not properly written

e Author should recast some highlights indicated in the review

Optional/General comments
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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
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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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