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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

Critical  analysis and interpretation of Tables lack in this 

manuscript. 

Also, the discussion is rather low with very old literature 

cited. 

The author needs to go over again and critically  

analyse the Tables and interpret them correctly. 

In Table 2 for example where N x L is 

mentioned, there is nothing to show the 

interaction effect. Also some findings are not 

discussed, for example the behaviour of soil 

parameters in relation to legumes and N levels. 
 

NxL is non significant that why not given in table. 

other correction made according to the 

suggestion. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Language (grammar) used in some sentences is wanting. 

Also organization or sequence of reporting needs to be 

improved. 

Rewrite some sentences to remove the 

grammatical mistake. 

Optional/General comments 

 

The  paper as it is fits well as a short communication. 

Otherwise if improved and more parameters added, it 

can be a good paper for the journal. The scope of the 

study is rather narrow. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


