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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 1) The introduction didn’t write in good style andstructure. It is necessary to rewrite step by step.It’s a mix of concepts. You can start with onecomprehensive topic, environmental stresses,and continue to your main topic, the role of ICE1in Tomato. This part could be includeenvironmental stresses, cold and salt stresseswith more details, network of cold and saltresponsive genes, and even the role of Ca2+ incold and salt stresses, the role of CBFs in coldand salt stresses, the role of ICE1 in Arabidopsis
th. And then finished by this question thatwhat/how is the role of ICE1 in Tomato.2) Line 77: edit the word of “Genome sets”3) Line 166: at first, you talk about salt and coldstresses. It is also necessary to add “salt” to thesentence.4) Line 171 to 186: add the method and materialswere used for those analyses to the method andmaterials (M&M) section.5) Line 191: the method should be explained in thesection of M&M.6) Same to No.1, There is same problem in “resultand discussion” style and structure.7) Line 364: the chold stress should change to coldstress.

Minor REVISION comments
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1) It is better to increase the time of treatment to24 h (0, 1, 5, 10, and 24). It would show thedifferent of gene expression and proteinproduction with more resolution (for Fig 2 and3).2) If it is possible, compare the SlICE1 sequencewith the known ICE1 sequence of anothermember of solanum genus. You may find newsubfamily of ICE1 in the solanaceae.3) Line 214: this sentence isn’t complete. Explainthe role of TPP1 in the trehalose turn over.4) Line 235 to 243: can be added in brief to the datathat achieved by expression profile of TPP1 andTPS1.5) Fig 2B: It is better to use one gel photo thatcontains all samples. You have used severalindividual gel fragments together.6) Fig 3: it is better to run new gel for RT-PCRproducts of CBF2 and CBF3.
Optional/General comments The data of the article is enough and seems complete. Butall parts of the article were written in bad style andstructure. This data could be rewrite and then published.
Reviewer Details:Name: Eisa Kohan BaghkheiratiDepartment, University & Country Golestan University and  Hakim Sabzevari University, Iran


