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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 
 

 
 
I suggest that manuscript conclusions should be extended. Please provide some 
more information about obtained results, for example the concrete impact of 
treatments on the observed variables: plant height, fresh shoot weight and 
fresh root weight. 
 

 
- The proposed requests were met. Thank you! 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is well written. Provides some new information about different use of 
biostimulators (Acadian treatment) on the watermelon seeds with the aim of faster plant 
growth and overall increase of some morphological characteristic. The materials and 
methods are well described, provides all necessary information for the experiment to be 
repeated. Also, the results are informative, clearly written and followed by a well-used 
statistical methods. Comments for the conclusion I wrote in previous part.  
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