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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

In this submission the authors correlated the seedling establishment with different
evaluations of seed vigor under two conditions, foliage cutting and application of plant
growth regulators. The topic of the study is important; however, in its current state, the
submission has several weaknesses.

- The abstract must be able to stand on its own, in such a way that a reader must be able
to understand your entire study without having to actually read the paper. In its current
state, the abstract is not clear, a reader is not able to differentiate between the effect of
foliage cutting and the effect of the addition of the plant growth regulators.

- The introduction must clearly specify the aim of the study.

- The treatment of foliage cutting must be described in the section of “Materials and
methods”.

- It is necessary to specify details of where and when seeds were sown, as well as details
of the experimental design.

- The authors are encouraged to do a proper discussion of results, including interpretation
of the own results, contrasting of data, explaining the own findings with previous reports
as need, as well as including the importance and impact of their own work.

- Some inconsistencies were found in the manner to present the references. These must
be in the format specified in the Guide for Authors.

Added

Abstract wrote on the results of interaction between both the treatments
and genotypes. Correlation and regression based value showed in the
abstract that was obtained from the only interaction between treatments
and genotypes.

Added

Added

Added

Added

Corrected

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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