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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Key words......it's a word

separate all numbers from their units

Thus the application of phosphate ...... your objective should be rephrased.

supported by [12]. [13] ....... recast this citation using author names & number reference
[18] also reported .... recast this citation using author names & number reference

[25] reported similar .... see above

[29] reported that .... see above

phosphorus. remove one full stop

[26] also found .... see above

re-write the manuscripts.... rewrote the manuscript

reference 11, 13, 16, 19, 20 etc... were not abbreviated journal title. be consistent, either
abbreviated or not abbreviated
. Mahajan, J.P., R-P. Singh and A-K. Dwivedi......... wrong initials positioning

We have done everything according to your suggestion.
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Very good article
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