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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 
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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

The manuscript may represent a useful study on a rapid 

assessment of drought tolerance in pea via screening of 

crucial growth- and yield-related characteristics (shoot 
height, shoot weight, number of pods, and number of viable 

seeds per pod) of the pea plants. 

 

However, data on only some of the discussed characteristics 
are presented in the manuscript in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 while data 

on other characteristics discussed - number of pods, number 

of viable seeds per pod - are missing in the manuscript. 
Furthermore, the data on shoot height and shoot weight 

presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 are lacking any statistical  

treatment - no data on statistical variation such as standard 
deviation, significance of the observed differences evaluated 

by ANOVA, multiple comparisons tests such as LSD test, and 

others, are presented. 
Therefore, the authors have to add all data discussed in the 

manuscript with an adequate statistical treatments. 
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