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community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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points in this section? Please write your
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
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sentences may be required for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Optional/General comments
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O No particular numerical value of results has been mentioned in the abstract which makes it
more generalized. Hence, it is required to mention the results obtained in the research precisely with
numerical representation so that it will be helpful in getting idea about the whole research with its
methodology and results on a single view. Abstract should be precise, data based and clear rather than
being generalized.

0 The objectives of the research work should be mentioned clearly with bullet points.

0 The information about the materials used and the methods followed for germination process,
color estimation, calculation of germination loss and germination efficiency and nutrient analysis is
clear and detailed which can be referred for further research work by others.

O In result section, numbers of references are not properly written in appropriate places. It should
be corrected.
O The results obtained in the research regarding the germination loss, germination efficiency,

color parameters, sensory evaluation and proximate analysis are properly discussed with reference to
other research studies. The data mentioned are well controlled and robust based on facts and figures.
All the discussions are well written in accordance to the tables mentioned.

0 The conclusion part is written properly as per the research methods and findings, can be a little
more precise. The conclusion has been well supported by the data, discussed inside the manuscript.
O Though all the references discussed in the research have been mentioned, all are not in a

uniform format. This matter should be conveyed to the authors so that it can be written in a single
uniform reference format as per the guidelines of the research journal. All the references cited are
relevant and adequate.

O Overall, the content and intent of the research paper is good. It can be accepted and
considered for further publication process after including the minor suggestions and corrections
mentioned in this report.
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