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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 
 

Please see all comments in yellow colour in the text : 
 
ABSTRACT : 
Results : Add or precise results of GA3 solution at 50 mg / L. must be mentionned as GA3 
100 ! 
Conclusion: add GA3 
 
Line 85 : Please write the formula proposed by Maguire ..... 
Line 89 : Why 61 days ? 
Line 110 : favors germination : Why ? can you explain 
 
Line 123: If possible to add data of variance to confirm no significant in results obtained 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 133 (Figure 1) : 
 
1.Germination behavior: I think this title is very large, if you can use kinetic of 
germination..... 
2. The letters a, b, c, bc,.......??? wht significate these letter in order to not confuse with 
letters in table 1 
 
Line 152: “Fior et al ……….: …………………………………..”  : According to you what is the 
cause of this difference in results ?? add explication in discussion 
Line 159: Add table 1 
Line 196 : table 1 :  

- Title must be modified like parameters analysis of ........ 
- Please mention the abreviation in the begining of the article or under the table 1 

Line 203: usually, we use the asterisk to show significant difference with Anova analysis or 
in the graph but here you use letters (a, b, ...) i think you can supprim * 
 
Line 220: I think " precursor " is more better than promoter ? 
 
Line 222: Conclusion: conclusion very short and without perspective, please improve it 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
If it’s possible to add photos of seed germination of B. odorata !! 
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