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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 

 

The method is not sufficient. The authors must describe the 
procedure and the experimental schedule clearly. 
Authors did not use a pot for cutting in this experiment. How 
did you observe the state of roots and analyze as shown in 
Table 2. Normally, a pot is employed in research such the 
manuscript.  
In Table 2, the data should be expressed as average ± SD. 
Table 1 is more discussed if the authors need.  
The concentration of IBA is high to activate the rooting. The 
authors should reconsider the experimental procedure. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

There are many careless mistakes (e.g., misspelling, missing 
letter) in the manuscript. Camelia must be corrected. Check 
carefully and correct them. 
References named “Anonymous “ should be cited from 
available source, not the web referred in the manuscript. 
In Introduction, reference for “Turkish tea clone Fener-3” 
should be cited. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Though the result may useful in some fields, the 

manuscript is not scientifically robust and not technically 

sound. 
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