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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 manuscript is well written but there is lack of conceptual understanding that in We agree and corrections were made in the text of the manuscript.
title emphasis is focused on quality but where this waste water would be used after
recycling is not clear
Introduction is well written but lacks

HISTORY

PRINCIPAL
PLZ CONFIRM REFERENCE CITATION POLICY OF JOURNAL We do not agree, as the tables are informative, please indicate by writing in

which table you are not clear.
Methodology is well explained but description of tables needs some clarification

The manuscript is in accordance with the norms of the journal

regarding citation of references kindly see the style that it matches with journal style
or not according to my opinion it should be in alphabetic arrangement

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

| author has the right to defend his hypothesis but as a reviewer i am more focused on the The use of recycled water was used for fertigation and evaluated in different
quality with reference to end use of the recycled water concentrations as a fertilization method for eucalyptus seedlings

PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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