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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 
 

On a general note, the results presented in Table 1 are all single readings with no 
standard deviation which should enable us to know the reliability of these results. 
There is also no comparison of the values obtain with any acceptable scientific 
standard values for the nutrients in soil in order to assess the true fertility of the soil. 
References are written in different referencing format, please stick to the format of 
the journal and write the references accordingly. Also check spellings especially on 
the first reference. “pH” and not “PH” 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Under Introduction, the reference has no year of publication. 
Under Results and Discussion. “Table 1” instead of “table 1”. 
Same applies to page 6 Under Available Phosphorus. 
In conclusion, O.C is not presented in % in Table 1, but is quoted as % in conclusion. 
Please check. 
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