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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 
 

Introduction:  
- there is no consistency in the introduction. 
- we must mention the problem of invasive plants, how to fight? 
- why you chose this species from all the invaders. 
- express the purpose of this study at the end of the introduction. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Results: 
-Fig1: figure is unclear. choose other type of line 
-3.3. germination vigor and....:  
Improve the expression of the results, we do not say: `From Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, both indicators showed a tendency of rising at first and 
then decreasing`. 
 
So, first describe the first figure (fig 3) and then the second (fig 4). 
-there is a contradiction between what has been written in the result and the graph (verify). 
 
-Fig 2 and Fig 3 :  must verify the letters of Statistics (b is absent in the graphes)  
Discussion 
- the discussion is insufficient.  
-Add other recent references and all the better on this same species. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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