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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 
 

Title: 
What it means the number 1 above the specie’s name? 
Check the name of the plant. In the title and keywords it is different (Rorippa amphbia) and in all text is Rorippa amphibious. Adopt one form only in the 
entire paper. 
 
Introduction: 
Second page, line 2: Correct the word “agenus”. 
 
Methodology: 
What is “The paper dish method”? Would not be petri dish method? 
 
Results: 
The graphic about Daily relative germination rate is not the better way to express it. I suggest put this results at table. 
Item 3.2: Check this sentence: “And there was no significant difference between three temperatures in which …”. Which temperature are they? 10, 15 
and 20ºC, right? 
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