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Even though the authors have filled out the response form 1.6, but is not satisfactory, as they have 
not indicated the page and line numbers of the text in form 1.6. This will make things easy for me to 
assess whether the authors have in fact addressed the issues.  
 
In any case I recommend the paper for publication. Hereafter please see the authors read what I 
suggest and respond (provide the page and line numbers as it appears in the text in the form 1.6), 
rather than just responding that it has been revised. This is not satisfactory for me.  
 
If I were one of the reviewers, I would have requested for information in the total and soluble nitrogen 
content in the applied poultry manure, as this is essential to  assess whether equivalent quantities of 
nitrogen was applied regardless of the type of fertilizer. I would say poultry manure might have 
provided more nitrogen than 200 kg of synthetic fertilizer, because the total N in the applied poultry 
manure is not provided anywhere in the text of manuscript. In any case I am not raising this as an 
issue at this stage as the reviewers have already provided their decisions and I am not suggesting at 
this stage to re-send the paper back to the authors to provide this information. 
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