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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

Lots of grammatical problems that is hard to understand in the abstract.  Example “was 

determine” “found to increased”, “NPK(M) was determine”, then the recommended 

“treatments used as important materials”, how many treatments? what treatment? so 

vague.  Also this has to reflect in the results and discussion. This needs to be revised by 

a native English speaker at least. 

 

Spacing again in line 14, 35, 42, 49 and many more. 

Line 41 – 44 is so confusing, Needs major revision. What is permanent agriculture? 

 

The author did not follow my initial recommendation and query Line 20 of the original 

draft. I said it was not discussed in the results and discussion yet highlighted in the 

abstract.   

  

When the author answered my questions, he did not incorporate those answers and 

details in the papers in such a way that is easy to find and read by the readers.  

 

I am disappointed on supposedly improvement. 
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