Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_136226

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessment of Variability and Effect of Cold-moist Stratification on Seed and Seedling parameters of Quercus robur L. in Srinagar district of Kashmir Valley

	Type of the Article
	Research article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The findings of the paper provide recommendations for genotypes and cold stratification techniques for cultivation of Quercus robur L. Different methods clearly influenced the seed germination and seedling characteristics of the plant. This research may help the society to conserve the plant in an optimum method.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Assessment of Genotypic Variability and Effect of Cold-moist Stratification on Seedling Parameters of Quercus robur L. in Srinagar district of Kashmir Valley
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract lacks of method used for cold stratification. Please add a sentence in the abstract for the cold stratification method. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, yes. However, there are insufficient details on the method. The method should be divided into subsections for the seed sampling, cold stratification method, germination assays, seedling parameters assays, and statistical analyses. The data expressed should be clearly defined as mean ± SEM. In cold stratification method, it was not clear whether the data obtained from one type of seed or from the mean of 18 types of seeds. There is no detail explanation about the significance of the values. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are outdated and more than half of the references are older than 2015. Please update the references to at least 5-10 years of the submission year. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The findings are interesting. However, this article still needs a lot of revisions in the method and the expression of the data. 
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