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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 
 

 
This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
The Topic, Abstract, Introduction, Materials and Methods, 
Results and Discussion,6 Figures, 1 Table, Conclusion and 
References are all of acceptable standard. Few modification 
are re-arrangement could however be made to conform with 
accepted format for this Journal (JAEL). 
 
 

1. References in the body of this write-up from the 
Introduction to Results and Discussion need to be put  
In square box as – [  ], and continuous numbering be 
done as they appear within this write-up.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1.  

 
 

1. Within the ABSTRACT between Lines 10 and 11 –  
Could change ‘requires’ to ‘requirement’ as - the time 
requirement for rooting 

             Could change ‘evaluate’ to ‘evaluated’ as - evaluated, also 
the AIB at the 
             Could insert ‘was’ as - cloning of Cnidoscolus quercifolius 
was by technique 

2. Line 18: Could add ‘s’ to method as - methods. The first one
3. Line 26: Could change vatangens  to advantages. 
4. Line 67: Could be put as  -  2. MATERIALS AND 

METHODS 
5. Line 89: Could change ‘becker’ to ‘beaker’ as - placed in a 

beaker then distilled water 
6. Line 154: Could put as 65 oC 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good work. 
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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 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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