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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. INTRODUCTION  
- Page no. 1, line no. 16 write occur to instead of occurs in. 
- Page no. 1, line no. 19 write distributed among instead of distributed in, write . 
-Page no. 1, line no. 23 write increase from instead of increase of. 
-Page no. 1, line no.35 write replacement of instead of replacement for. 
-Page no. 2, line no.41 write increased from instead of increased through. 
2. MATERIAL AND METHODS  
2.1 Characterization of the experimental area 
-Page no. 2, line no.74 write manually for instead of manually in. 
2.2 Experimental design and data collection 
-Page no. 3, line no.95write branches instead of branchs. 
-Page no. 3, line no.108 write soil to analyze instead of soil analyzes.  
- Page no. 5, line no. 66write values of instead of values for. 
- Page no. 5, line no. 174write increment of instead of increment with. 
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
- Page no. 6, line no. 215  write contents of instead of contents in. 

 
 
We appreciate the agility and the suggestions of the reviewers. All the notes 
were made. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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