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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The theme developed in the study as it is presented has a restricted local impact. It could be of
importance to the scientific community and the information is complemented with other more robust
statistical analyses.

The title is not appropriate or attractive, we suggest one more adapted to the nature of the work and
that shows what was actually done: Effects on the germination and development of seedlings of
Psidium guajava cv. Allahabad safeda in.... include the site where study was done.

The abstract is only limited to presenting the results of the study, which is why it lacks its
fundamental elements.

The manuscript presents all the items required for a scientific article, however, the authors must
work hard to improve the study so that it is reproducible and with greater scientific rigor.

The manuscript as it is presented is not scientifically correct, many aspects of the scientific method
need to be improved.

The bibliographical references used are not the most appropriate, in addition to being very
outdated, which makes the research lose value. Authors are suggested to consult a larger number
of articles from no more than five years ago to better direct the research.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

It is suggested to review the English in the entire manuscript.

Optional/General comments

Authors are suggested to review the specific observations made in the manuscript.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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