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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 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Title 
It should be modified according to what the Author will answer in the question explained in 
point 3 in the materials and methods 
In The Introduction 

1- The role of gibberellins must be precisely placed not only on gladiolus, but as a 

general cycle on various plants. 

2- The objective and importance of the research should be stated 

 In Materials and Methods 

1- The Author should mention in detail the treatments and factors. 

2-  The method of using GA3, whether by spraying or soaking, and the time and 

duration of treatment, should be mentioned. 

3- The researcher should explain why the don't uses the same concentrations of 

gibberellins for all levels of croms,  as he used different concentrations for each 

type of croms. If the researcher has the data for all GA3 concentrations to all type 

of corms, he must present it in the manuscript 

4- It should mention in the  methods , time, and the tools of  parameters. 

In The Results  
1- The Author mentioned that the GA3  led to the prompt plant high, and this is not 

true only for the full and half corms and at different GA3 levels, but in the higher 

concentrations the length of the plant decreased, so the results should be rewritten 

according to the data, 

2- Improving the writing as an expression instead of repeating the width for each 

treatment individually, it should be combined in one sentence (eg: using GA3  at 

150 ppm led to an increase in height plant and .... et)  

Discussion 
The writer should enrich the manuscript by adding many references. I suggest adding the 
following references: 
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20133057311 
http://www.aensiweb.com/old/aeb/2012/1307-1311.pdf 
Generally 
The manuscript needs to be re-edited, re-written, and many references added 
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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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