Editorial comment:

| agree with the reviewer in what the manuscript is quite poor in English grammar. For example, in
Introduction, the phrase “helps sustainable agriculture significantly” is wrong (it must be “significantly
helps sustainable agriculture”). In the abstract: “but was found” is also wrong. The manuscript is
plenty of these mistakes.

The abstract must be fully redone, with a better explanation of the treatments without using
abbreviations. No abbreviations and P values in the abstract. Avoid using “NPK” , use nitrogen-
phosphorus-potassium fertilizer instead.

In M&M, the phrase “three rates of cowdung” is repeated. Explain what the control treatment is about.
In general, the treatments must be better explained in the M&M section.

Tables 1 and 2 could be combined in one, they contain almost the same parameters.

All tables need to be improved, with self-explaining legends. The format is not clear, especially table
4. The significance letters allowed the comparison along the columns, this must be explained in the
legend.

| strongly recommend a whole revision of the manuscript by the authors, improving abstract, tables
format and M&M, especially, And also a revision by English speaking people.

Author’s feedback:

See the revised copy attached



