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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 
 

1. The Abstract should be well written again considering the format below:  
a. Brief introduction 
b. Methodology 
c. Main Results (with numbers or percentages) 
d. Conclusion 
  

 
2. No results and discussion on the considered parameters on: (a): Table 1. Soil 

chemical analysis of the experimental area and (b): Table 2: Soil granulometric 
analysis of the experimental area to be related/linked to weighted average 
diameter (WMD) and geometric mean diameter (DMG).  
 

3. There should be more elaboration on the results and discussion as it is too 
short and simple in its current write-ups. 
 

4. Conclusion too short it should reflect to the abstract and the summary of the 
find of the study.  

 
5. References should be written in line with the author guide 

 

The requested changes were accepted. 
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