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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) 

Respected sir, 
  

 
1. Material and method should be rewritten. 
I think, this research was carried out in the petri dishes and nursery experiment.  
-How the two works were done and which parameters were examined? 
-How were the pre-treatment applications done? How many degrees cold water was 
applied, which hormone was dosed and for how long? 
-The investigated parameters how are they calculated (eg germination energy index) must 
be clearly written in manuscript or supported by the literature. 
2. The results of Variance Analysis should be given in the text. It is not clear which 
factors are important (provenance, pre-treatment or provenance x pre-treatment). The 
Duncan lettering should be made according to the materiality levels. 
3. There are too many punctuation mistakes in manuscript 
4. References should be re-audited. 
 

Thanks for your valuable comments on my Manuscripts, 
I have made the corrections and included the points as mentioned by  
You. Still if there is lacking any points i will be ready to correct after your 
valuation. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 


