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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
In the introduction section: You should specify n which extend how this agricultural technology is used in the 
context of study area. Moreover you should explain why it is so important to carry out your study.  

In the material and method section: For the subsection 2.1, 2.2, … you should provide the reference of each 
protocol, since these are not your own you have adapted them for the purpose of your study. 
It’s better to make Table 1 more readable for instance through textual presentation by describing each combination. 
Notice that the figures within the table are not meaningful 
Result an discussion section: You should remove the subsection 3.1 in vitro regeneration from your paper because 
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Result and discussion: You should discuss the results provided in Table 3 to Table 8 instead of a simple presentation. 
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