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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1. The format of data presentation in Fig. 2, Fig. 3 

and Fig. 7 is difficult to read and compare. And in 

Fig. 7 the data is not continuous. The data in 

these figures should be converted into tables. 

2. The agar used (10%) is quite unusual as 

generally 0.8% is found in most reports. 10% 

means you add 100 g per liter! 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Since some data need to be presented in Table format, 

data description in section 3.2 “Optimal media for shoot 

regeneration” do not need to reiterate every treatment. 

You just need to compare the best or the worst ones, as 

reader can read all data in your tables. 

Ethical issue: The data in Fig. 2-5 seem to have a similar 

pattern of increasing initially to peak then down. I can’t 

tell if these data are from real experiment or makeup, as 

they look so perfect. 
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