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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 
 

Plant nutrients include macro nutrients such as N,P,K,Mg,S; and 
micronutrients. Authors should include a paragraph that explain other 
nutrients in relation to soil fertility and plant or bean crop growth. 
 
Materials and methods:  

a) To justify why authors are using only single season data, why they 
did not consider a second season data or even third. Single season 
data might not be sufficient to give conclusion. Only December 2014 
to March 2015?! Need justification, otherwise consider at least two 
seasons 

b)  Plot size is given but bean crop spacing is not there, please add the 
crop spacing. 

c) What was used to supply N and P or which fertilizers were used as 
sources of N and P? What were characteristics of those fertilizers 
used? 

d) There is no any reference cited to support the protocol for 
experimental design, data collection and analysis, why? Please cite 
because it is not a new protocol. 

 
 
Results and discussion 
Line 123: plant height N2, what is it? 
Line 134: treatment combination N2P2, Why not state actual levels of N.. and 
P..?. 
Line 146: was also showed significant effect, improve the grammar  
Line 149: with the [11,12, 13 ], improve the way of reporting 
Line 155: use decreased instead of… reduced.. 
Line 224: Omit were in.. yields per plot were varied from 2.65 kg to 3.3 kg.. 
Line 245,: Should show according to which separation test? Duncan, Tukey, 
or…. The same applies to other tables of this nature throughout the study 
 
 
 
English Grammar need further improvement, authors should send to native 
English speaker. 
Format need consistency, check it properly. 
 
Convert kg P2O5/ha to kg P/ha for consistency throughout your study. 
 
  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Title to be rephrase 
Conclusion to include key findings and recommendation 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Authors should revise seriously to improve this work worthy for publication 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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