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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 
 

The study was conducted to evaluate the effect of Arbuscular Mycorrhiza - Glomus mossae 
and compost on soil properties and growth response of Parkia biglobosa. The experiment 
was conducted in 2 x 5 Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with four replicates 
comprising of five treatments of compost - 10t/ha, 20t/ha, 30t/ha, 40t/ha and two treatments 
of Glomus mossae. Plant height, number of leaves, collar diameter and dry matter yields 
were recorded and was analysed for ANOVA. The result shows that mycorrhizal inoculation 
significantly increased the growth parameters over control. Application of 40 t ha-1 of 
compost with inoculation significantly increased (p< 0.05) the root dry matter yields.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Though author has carried out statistical analysis –ANOVA but  Tandard Error and Critical 
difference should be mentioned for each parameter studied. 
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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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