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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. I suggest the topic should include “soil”  not only seed bank since 

 
you were silent on other types of seed banks but focussed on the role of soil seed 
banks. 
Check the manuscript and make these corrections if possible 

2. Line 41 “asides” should be “aside” 
3. Line 112-115 FAO (no reference provided). Please indicate the reference 
4. Line 203-215: You provided no reference and what is the authority backing 

those sentences. 
5. Is literature exhausted with only the Porto Trombetas, Brazil example? Can 

you provide any other successful regeneration activity through soil seed 
bank? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Please, your reference style in the manuscript deviates from the Journal 
requirements. You need to use numbers in parenthesis eg. {1. 2, 3, 4} in the text 
for the references you cite and chronologically list them in the reference list. Please 
refer to the SDI author’s instructions. The following references are in the text but 
not in the list of references. 
a. Higgins et al., 2003 
b. Newmaster et al., 2006 
c. Mohammed and Hussein, 2008 
d. Anon, 2010 
e. Uasuf et al, 2010 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Well-written review paper on soil seed bank and forest regeneration. Authors need to make 
the above corrections for publication in your reputable journal. 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
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