
Editor’s Comment:   

After reading the manuscript and the reviewers' comments I have the following remarks 

1. English language needs editing in some parts of the manuscript. 
2. The last sentence of the Abstract should be more informative. Which combination was the most 

effective and  what was that based on? 
3. Although the statistical analysis is well performed, it is very difficult to see the real differences 

between treatments (even between major factors and not within the interaction). I know this is 
quite difficult when having such a mass of data, but I really do not see if the two higher SSP 
treatments differ or not  or which PM dose rates differ considering total P fraction (Table 4). This 
should be clearly demonstrated, probably by giving the LSD values near the probability symbols.  

I believe the manuscript could be accepted for publication after considering these minor changes.  
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