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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1. This Journal Paper is scientifically robust and technically As requested, this article was put in the acceptable format for this Journal.
sound. The Topic, Abstract, Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results and Discussion, The references were organized in the order that they appear in the main body

3 Tables, 3 Figures, Conclusion and References are all of acceptable standard. However, of this write up.

very few amendments could be suggested. Figures and Tables was appropriately labelled in bold.

1. This article could be put in the acceptable format for this Journal, Topic, Abstract,
Keywords,
Tables, Figures and References could be put and labelled appropriately. Previous
Journal Paper
Of this Journal (JEAI) could be downloaded and used as a guide.

2. InLine 19, numbering of references within the text and at the back could start
together
as [1] and continue orderly. In Lines 204 — 261, REFERENCES could be arranged
not
in alphabetical order but in the order that they appear in the main body of this write
up.

3. Figures and Tables could be appropriately labelled (in bold) where necessary.

Minor REVISION comments
1. InLines 2 -4: Topic could be put as - The article was modified as suggested by the reviewers.
Litter under Potential Eucalypts Genotype Stands in Tree Plantations in All changes in text are marked with yellow.
Eldorado do Sul,
Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil
ABSTRACT

2. InLine 13 : Keywords could be put as —
Keywords: Litter biomass, Leaves, Eucalyptus genotype stands, Sustainability.

3. InLine 61: Could explainas-G= ?

4. In Line 63: Heading could be moved below the maps to Line 66

5. InLine 97: Heading could be moved below to Line 110 and put’ B": as follows —
Figure 2. A: Canopy of a stand of Eucalyptus sp; B: Deposition of the litter on the
soil;
and C: Removal of the litter on the soil for quantification

6. Line 116: Could remove ‘s’ as follows -
3.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

7. Line 157: Heading could be moved below as follows —
Figure 3. Relative litter of different Eucalyptus genotypes

8. Line 182 : Could delete ‘s’ as follows - 4. CONCLUSION

Optional/General comments Thanks.
Good work.
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