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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

-> Introduction - | understand the social and economic importance of Sorghum. But | suggest being more succinct
and objective in the writing about this topic;

-> Material and methods - Statistical analysis should be described in this topic, not in Results and Discussion.
Furthermore, a better explanation of statistical analysis is necessary;

-> Results and Discussion -The authors describe the significant and highly significant statistical differences. You
must choose an a that you want to use as a criterion to determine whether the differences found are related to
randomness or the analyzed treatments. | don't see why making this difference between the levels of significance.
*Suggestions: Describe in the text or in the table which genotypes are in each cluster; Perform Cluster and PCA
analysis with the variables of the two treatments (stressed and non-stressed).

-> Conclusions: This topic is not abstract. You don't need to repeat the same information as is in the introduction. In
this topic, you have to finalize your manuscript with the conclusions that the work generated. For example, it can be
concluded which genotype is better to be cultivated in a stressful and non-stressful environment.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

This paper is interesting. However, are necessary some modifications and complementary information for better
your comprehension.
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