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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Authors need to state the basis of the treatments 
more especially for phosphorus (P). Consider, the 
recommendation of P for Dakawa, Ilonga and Gairo 
is 20 kg/ha. Why did authors choose to use this 
rate as the highest rate, when improving the 
fertilizer recommendation is the main aim of the 
study?    

Phosphorus in the tested soils still not a 
problem and was  confirmed by the soil test 
results as only 30% of the area was found to 
have relative low P. Authors decided to 
reassess the recommended rate if is still 
working. Yield results revealed that the P 
recommendations are still working however 
Requires monitoring with time. 
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