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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The study has been well planned and carried out with suitable experiments. However, the 
revisions are to be carried out for the final acceptance. 
1] ‘We, our’ have been used in many places in the article which is required to be avoided 
by modifying the sentence. 
 
2] The scientific names in several places including references are not in Italics. They 
should be changed to Italics font. 
 
3] It is suggested to consult the following reference and add it appropriately in the article.  
Tunira Bhadauria and Krishan Gopal Saxena, “Role of Earthworms in Soil Fertility 
Maintenance through the Production of Biogenic Structures,” Applied and Environmental 
Soil Science, vol. 2010, Article ID 816073, 7 pages,  2010. 
 https://doi.org/10.1155/2010/816073. 
 
4] There are several scientific reports by K.E. Lee, P. Lavelle, etc. Insist that the 
earthworms in soil improve the nutrients in the soil where they dwell. The present study 
reports contrasting reports to that of K.E. Lee, P. Lavelle, etc. It is well established that the 
earthworms make the nutrients available by utilizing the organic materials available. Give 
your input appropriately to these in the article. 
 
5] Statement in the article “....the identity and location of the residues were the most 
important factors influencing soil nutrient content, plant growth and crop production, 
irrespective of earthworm presence”  -- whether the present study implies no role is played 
by earthworms in soil?  
 
6] Justify (in discussion)  – how positive effect of earthworm species on the modification of 
plant biomass allocation resulted in non-significant interactive effect between earthworms 
and residues. 
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