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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. Clearly explain the objective of the study. Particularly explain what you intended to address more than 

the [results in the] study by Kumar et al [15]. Your results merely confirm Kumar et al. Please refer to 
‘General editorial policy #5”.  

2. Indicate in the M&M: a) if the germination test was according to ISTA standards. b) whether data 
transformation was used (particularly germination% and no of lateral roots). 

3. Present the ANOVA (mean squares) table. Include CVs for each parameter.. 
4. In the Tables, show the mean separation with letters. 
5. Remove Figure 4. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Modify the title to indicate more than “seed germination”. 
2. Data presentation will improve if graphs were used.  

3. It is not clear what Figs 1-3 are supposed to show. You would instead have to show together with seedlings 
from the control (T1). Otherwise, remove! 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Only one cotton variety was used for the study. It will be good if there is a reference ruling out variety x treatment 
interaction. Meaning whatever variety, you use the results will not change. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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