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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 

 

There are some points should be corrected and 

reconsidered: 

1-The data of one parameter is represented in 2 tables, 

while the data of another parameter is represented in 

one figure. why? So, I suggest that the data in the 

second table (Mean of main effects) should be deleted, 

where this table is not necessary.  

2-There are errors in the calculation of EC% and MSI%. 

The values of parameters should be equal 100, 

according to the method used as in materials and 

methods : 

MSI = [1 – (C1/C2)] x100  

e.g. in control, EL or EC%=13.5 and MSI=60.5 

13.5+60.5=74 (not correct) it must be = 100 

So, these values should recalculated, and one 

parameter (EC% or MSI) from both is enough, because 

it gives the same indication. 

3- In materials and methods section, either electrolyte 

leakage (lane 146) or membrane stability index (lane 

155) should be deleted , because the method used in 

membrane stability index gives the same methods of 

EC%.  

4- The values of the statistical analysis in the figures are 

represented by the vertical bars ± SD, while these 

values are not presented in the tables. So, I advise that 

the statistical analysis should be the same in both 
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tables and figures. 

5- In the results and discussion sections, the author (s) 

should focus on the variations between the effect of Si 

and NSi in ameliorating the drastic effect of salt stress. 
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