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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper provides important information to improve the multiplication of Oroxylum indicum 
 
The work objectives should be more clearly defined 
The materials and methods are very complete and clearly explained 
The results are very complete and are very well presented both in their explanation and in 
the tables and photographs included in the figures. So also the discussion of them 
The conclusions refer to the results obtained in the investigation and are correctly 
presented 
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The paper is very complete and adequately describes the problem, the experiment 
developed, the results obtained, the explanation of the same and the conclusions. 
Therefore, the observations presented are not necessarily corrections but contributions to 
improve the scientific quality of the paper. For this it would be important to raise a clear 
work hypothesis and the objectives to evaluate it 
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