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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The most accepted font is Times New Roman with Font Size 12. 
2. The year in which the research was conducted needs to be stated in abstract 

and Material and Methods. 
3. The soil sample should be in table before and after the experiment, lines 52 – 

56. 
4. All tables should be in three lines. 
5. The references should be re-written properly. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The authors agree and are grateful for the observations made by 
the reviewer. 
 
We have done our best to correct the following proposals: 
-  Inclusion of the year of research; 
- Presentation of the soil analysis table. Note: no soil analysis 
was performed at the end of the experiment (similar to the 
publication of this journal: Bonfim-Silva et al., JEAI, 21 (5): 1-10, 
2018); 
 
We remind that the source recommended, according to the 
norms of the journal, is Arial 11 (title) / 10 (text). 
 
The presented tables group information of related variables and, 
therefore, they needed to be superior to three lines (similar to the 
publication of this periodical: Fernandez et al., JEAI, 20 (1): 1-15, 
2018). 
 
Corrections were highlighted (yellow) throughout the text. 
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