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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.   There is no clear objective of the research found. Where is it? Please clarify 
2.   Some abbreviations in the abstract is not mentioned, made readers impossible to understand the meaning 
3.   Missing objective statement in the Introduction part. 
4.   The introduction section should state the general view and reasons to support your research. Citations are also 

needed. 
5.   The material and methods section should be rewritten with separating what are the materials used in this study 

and what are the methods of experiment and data collection. 
6.   Error wording in this material and methods section such as three treatments or fifteen treatments, need to be 

double checked by authors 
7.   The colour of soil should be in standard colour. What is medium brown colour? 
8.   Each section (Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results and Discussion, Conclusions, etc) need to be 

cleared, do not mix results in materials and methods section and do not mix methods of data collection in the 
results and discussion section. Please revise and provide clear experiment and data collection and data analysis 
methods. 

9.   Tables should be in uniform format. 
10. The data in Table 1 made the readers confuse on Source column. Are these new research findings or citing 

from these references? If the data is new, the table should be in Results and Discussion section. 
11. Some sub-titles in Results and Discussion section are not clear. For example, Days to 50% germination. 
12. Measurement shouldn’t be stated in the sub-title. 
13. It is strange to study the east-west spread and north-south spread of the plant. 

What are these parameters? 
14. Some data should be presented in graph to better read and understand by readers 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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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