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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
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suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Poor, Many grammatical error observed.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Abstract section 

Background information is missing.  

Introduction section 

There is lack of information continuity, authors has to make proper paragraph with relevant 
successive information flow. There is lot of grammatical mistake. Only related and latest 
reference should be provided 

Material and methods section 

Authors has to provide sub-heading about experiment as per design 

3. Data collection methods or steps should be mentioned i material and method section 

Speed of seed germination formula is not a clear /visible 

Result section 

Result output should be written in sequence. Authors have made small small paragraph for 
same matter/information. 

Discussion part should be strengthen.  

CONCLUSION Section 

No need to write the result data only major out should be mentioned. Same information are 
mentioned in abstract as well. 
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