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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 
 

 
- Found some grammatical error. 
- Lack supporting references 
- It is better put a ruler as a size comparison because the manuscript explain 

the plant growth to convince readers. 
- The methodology is not clear enough and difficult to follow 
- No research objectives found 
- The research story seems difficult to follow and not clear 

I corrected grammatical errors and tried to fix and explain better the text in 
manuscrpt. Also I added references. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- 1,5 cm  1.5 cm, need to consider throughout the manuscript 
- 370 ml  370 mL, need to consider throughout the manuscript 
- Figure 4. Between information and images are not symmetrical 
- The benefits of the tree is based on some journal? You did not put any references 
- Table 1 source not specific and need to put in references 
- Pronašao je gramatičku pogrešku. 
- - Nedostaju reference za podršku 
- - Bolje je staviti vladara kao usporedbu veličine jer rukopis objašnjava rast biljke 

kako bi uvjerio čitatelje. 
- - Metodologija nije dovoljno jasna i teško je slijediti 
- - Nema pronađenih ciljeva istraživanja 
- - Istraživačka je priča teško pratiti i nejasna 
-  
- - 1,5 cm � 1,5 cm, treba razmotriti tijekom rukopisa 
- - 370 ml � 370 ml, potrebno je uzeti u obzir tijekom rukopisa 
- - Slika 4. Između informacija i slika nisu simetrični 
- - Prednosti stabla temelje se na nekom časopisu? Niste naveli nikakve reference 
- - Tablica 1 izvor nije specifičan i treba navesti reference 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


