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PART 1: Review Comments

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 manuscript shows several weak points. Apparently authors
are not aware of the formal standards of scientific publication
with a balance of contents of the sections of the paper. Thetitle
itself contains ataxonomic error. Authorship of this speciesis
written L. not |. Although salt tolerance in this species was
analyzed in many papers, authors cite just one reference,
omitting important publications, such as the one by Singh et al.
2008, published in Australian Journal of Crops Science, where
responses to salt stress were analyzed in 127 genotypes of
groundnut. Therefore the section of Discussion, where authors
compare their data with results published on species that have
absolutely no relation to Arachis, is completely meaningless.
Authors explain in Material and Methods meaningless details,
such as the way to prepare NaCl solutions, but relevant aspects
are not mentioned (such as statistic treatment of germination
percentages, which normally requires an arcsin transformation
prior ANOVA). The experimental design is unsatisfactory:
germination was carried out at room temperature on a
laboratory bench, and not under controlled conditionsin a
germination chamber asit isrequired in this type of studies.
Theinitial day of germination is presented in one table, together
with the percentage but an indicator of germination rate would
have been more appropriate (e. g. Timpson rate of germination).

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




SDI Review Form 1.6

SCIENCEDOMAIN international

www.sciencedomain.org

After direct germination in saline solutions, atest of
germination recovery would have been useful. Data on plant
growth are presented in large tables, but graphs would have
been more appropriate.

Finally my main criticism is that the results obtained are
practically not analyzed and not discussed.

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments

Note: Anonymous Reviewer
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