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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 required for this part.


	The article adds to wealth of scientific knowledge by addressing gaps in previous studies, secondly it form a basis for further research on actual concentration of sulphuric acid that would be used to raise germination from 65% to higher levels of approximately 90%. In addition, this study could have replicated to other plant tree species that have difficult in germinating due to hard seed coat and prolonged /difficult to break seed dormancy. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is well elaborated.
	

	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.


	Abstract is well written; I would suggest author add following statement

1.that data was analyzed using …statistical package and mean separated at 5% level of significance 

2. results observed showed treatment 12 gave highest germination of 65%, mean daily germination, and germination rate index of 8.5

3
 While lowest germination of 2.33% was observed /recorded on treatment 9(mention what treatment 9 is?) T9- Soaking fruits in conc. H2SO4 for 15 min+24 hrs normal water
Seed attached review word document 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is correct scientifically it contains well explained parts of standard research article –abstract, introduction, objectives, methodology, results and discussion and conclusion. Author has gave sound explanation of results citing similar findings and synthesising earlier finding with findings of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference used follow a good chronological and logical aspects from earlier research to resent work of as late as in last five years which is standard practice in scientific writing.
	

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


	The language used of scholarly quality with good command of English language .
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	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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