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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 Reviewer Comments
The results presented are quite important and therefore can contribute to sustainable ecological
1. Isthe maquscrlpt Important for_SC|ent|f|c pommunlty. agriculture. However, the manuscript was not written according to the rules of the art of scientific
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
writing.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? . .
S introduction
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
The superficial introduction does not make the state of the art of the theme and the research
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? .
guestion not clearly posed.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Methods not explicit
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? - Statistical analyses are not defined or at least there are none
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of - The sample size and tests repetitions are not specified
additional references, please mention in the review form.
- “The soaked seeds were then removed from the solution and dry for certain period of time”.
(Apar_t from above _mentloned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide This sentence has no scientific basis
additional suggestions/comments)
- What are the different formulas used to evaluate different parameters?
Results and Discussion
- The results presentation is quite flat and does not give the biological meaning of these
results
- The author does not discuss his results; rather, it compares them to other results in the
literature.
In view of the above, this manuscript needs to be reworked in a profound way for a scientific
publication.
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:
Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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