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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

Variationsin 8"°C rates and Crassulacean acid metabolism
of six different Coleus speciesis a descriptive paper with no
tested hypothesis. Nevertheless, experimentallggytp
conducted and of some interest for researcheleiCAM
field.

Title: no need for the wordifferent and crassulacean does n
require capital letter.

1) Second cited reference is not appropriate amihformation
is slightly out of date, see Smith & Winter 199@ikert &
Blankenship 2010; Simpson 2010.

2) The choice of the forth reference is not clear.

3) Some language review is required; ex.

(line 33) “CAM plants are possessihgyh efficiency in water
utilization”...

(line 34) “They have scotoactistomata,” ...

(line 42, 46 and elsewhere) “the present studylbisan
English expression.

(line 83) 1gof leaf tissue was cut into small pieces \wa#ed
in”...

(line 160) ... facilitates-thevater uptake.”

(line 163) ..."Coleus aromaticusand C. ambonicusave
shownhigh levels.

(line 88) 0.9 miof supernatant solution”...

4) Once again, fifth reference is not approprittis. neither the
original paper nor a review paper.

5) Incorrect information: ... “stomata, which opemdy during
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night”... author(s) should refer to the four phases of CAM.
6) Author(s) cite two types of CAM (line 31) — shaweall it
three.

7) Incorrect nomenclature and missing reference ‘@ehus
Coleusbelongs to family Labiata@nd is popular CAM plant in

India”... (line 38).
8) Which sps? So far author(s) mentioned only #rug (line
41).

9) Author(s) should mention that CAM has been dbsdrin at
least two genera of the Lamiaceae.

10) “Six Coleusspecies namelgromaticus’... should be: Six
Coleusspecies namel@. aromaticus..(line 49).

11) Light conditions in Cambridge?! Check infornoati
..."12h natural photoperiod-tradiance{4300-nm)of 1600-
1800 umolesn?s?] (line 50).

12) Should be capital Delta Roman characteiQ) (line 59).
13) Cite properly - according to AUTHOR (YEAR):
..."according to [7]"... (line 59); the same in line 71, 77, 87,
106.

14) What was the statistical treatment of the data?

15) At what time samples were collected for titnddaacidity?
16) Requires spaceC.aromaticusand Cambonicuk.. (line
114).

17) Figures 1 and 2 do not show the correlatiostaed in: “A
significant variation in the stable isotope levelss observed
among theColeusspecies which is correlated with”... (line
115).

18) Coleusplants are-exhibitinQlAD(P)-ME type of
photosynthesis carbon”... (line 119).

19) ..."were-possessing-betignotosynthetic performance”...
should be instead, SHOWED HIGHER (line 125).

20) ...” PEP carboxylase that fixes nocturnal,@&criminates

less against’C than Rubisco.” PEPC actually discriminates
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slightly in favour of“C (line 134).
21) ...”will be similar to that of ¢plants.” Actually,"*C values
are between £and G plants (line 136).
22) ..."with otherColeusspecies.” Should be: with THE othe
Coleusspecies (line 142) Again in line 147.
23) Statement in line 143-4 requires reference.
24) ..."oxalo acetic”... is one word (line 145).
25) Data in the paper alone does not support gtersent of
line 147-9; requires comparison with the literature
26) Statement starting on line 163 requires refaxerigain
line 168.
27) Conclusion section needs to be rewritten. Bestence is
not a conclusion of the paper (line 183), nor esttiird
sentence.
28) General:

- several double and missing spaces between words;

- references list is not standardized.
29) Table 1: ..."each point’is. - should be: each value
represents
30) Figure 2: wrong choice of graph type, dataisefach sps,
so it should be a bar graph or non-connected points

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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