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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 must be an indication of the number of replicates for each experiment. All that
is mentioned is 10 plants per pot.

The data would be better presented in Tables than the graphs which were difficult to
interpret. This would allow direct observations of claims for differences in R versus
S varieties and the statistical tests could be incorporated

Explained in the text

Figures are replaced with tables

Minor REVISION comments

See some suggested edtiting; use it as a start.

Complied

Optional/General comments

Good work overall, but in some of the descriptions for individual enzymes, the written and
graphic data did not seem to agree. | pointed out one place but there were others. Your
data can stand on their own! Saying something similar was been observed in another
system doesn't prove anything extra.
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