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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 Stockinger E. J., Gilmour S. J., & Thomashow M. F.(1997).can be cited in this workTwo abiotic stresses (cold and salinity) were studied butthe title reflects only cold stress. Why? Even if much wasnot done on salt stress I think the title should heed of it.Where did you grow your tomato plants?

Minor REVISION comments In material and methods (line 92) the authors shouldwrite sowing instead of sawing. In results anddiscussions Wan et al. (2007, Martin and Busconi(2001)(line 183) were cited but not written in thereferences. In Line 210, Chinnusamy et al. (2010) wascited but not written in the reference section. Tomikuboet al. (2007) [line 213] was cited but not in thereferences. Increase of line 220 should not be in capitalletter. In figure 2 (B) it should be in response to coldstress instead of chold stress.It is 25 KDa not K252aIn line 413  it should be “Introduced restriction sites areshowed (instead of show) by underlinesFrom line 179 to line 181 the results obtained andanalyzed were from figure 2B and Fig 2C respectively notfrom Figure 2A and 2B as written by the authors.In fig 2A you wrote IICE1, do you mean SlICE1 to bechecked over? ICE1 should not be confounded to SlICE1
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Optional/General comments It Is OK with the introductionMethodologies described in this manuscript are sufficientThe authors need to work on Results and discussion tocorrect some mistakes.The conclusion is supported and based on the dataobtained
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