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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 abstract does not explain the research method used. 
2. The research objectives have not been explained in the abstract. 
3. In the introduction it was stated that the aim of the research was to study the 

effect of the Uchkun biostimulant. Why does the method use other 
biostimulants? 

4. The introduction does not explain the role of biostimulants for pumpkin 
5. The method of using biostimulants is less clear. The immersion method does 

not explain   what concentration is given. 
6. The method of spraying is also not clear, what concentration is given, when 

it is sprayed (morning or evening), at what age is it sprayed. Similarly, the 
mixed treatment needs to be explained in detail. 

7. The research only displays research data, but there is no discussion at all. 
8. Use up to date literature (references 4 and 7 are out of date) 
9. References used are too few 
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