Reviewer's comments:

The authors answered all questions but, apart from the minor imprecisions, some of the requested
changes were not made and the justifications were, in my opinion, sometimes insufficient. For
instance | considered duplication of information between table 3 and figure 1 and the authors did not,
or | asked for the studies supporting the sentence: “This finding was important when comparing
different commercial humic products.” And the authors explained (1 to 8) without adding them to the
text.

Author’s feedback:

1) We decided to remove Fig.1. Our statitical program with a graph containing SD on the mean
could not be exported to Word. Another program able to be exported to Word, could not show
SD on the mean.

2) We decided to remove “this finding was important.....”. We did not want to mention and
compare in detail other commercial products in his manuscript. Readers could find the
information from the references.



