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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

The manuscript mentions about the effect of manure
on soil fertility. First the English must be reviwed,
there are many repeated phrases such as...the results
showed that...., the results indicated that....., which
sounds not good in a publication.

The literature should be improved in the discussion,
it just make a comparison of results with other
authors. Sometimes the author should comment and
explain their own results and see if the literature the
support or contradict their explanation.

The figures 1A to 2H should be reduced because
many of them are there unnecessarily. Just insert the
most important ones which can explain your results
and your initial objectives.

I recommend to have a discussion separated to the
results, than he authors would be able to explain
better their results.

Addressed accordingly

The repeated phrases have been corrected
accordingly

Improved accordingly

Corrected accordingly

Having discussion separately will not
conform to the journal format.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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