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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

Abstract: Grammatical error, Re-rewrite the sergelike
this: Among the most used crops, the pigeon @satus
cajan) promotes biological nitrogen fixation, and crucia
phosphorus role in this reaction. Remove submittealysis
and replace it with: subjected to analysis of ..........
There was not 430 mg/dnamong the treatments, how d
you get the 430 mg/dimas an outstanding performance
your result in the abstract section? Lots of gratiwaberror.
Let's the English speaker proofread this manuscript

The Introduction section, lack coherence and graticaia
error e.g. Considering the of phospho
solubilisation............. Remove the of in above sentence

MATERIAL AND METHODS. Add s to material.
A full detail of experimental methods was not giv
How did you apply potassium? Moreover, please)de
see the physico-chemical properties of rock phasp

used in this experiment. You can present the pbys

chemical properties inform of Tabl&he results werg
submitted to analysis of variance....... Change
submitted to subjected. Present the weight unmgig
in this experiment. The statistical method usedtrbas
re-run. Authors mentioned that they used comple
randomised design. Separation of means must be
using Duncan multiple range test or any other me
not with regression analysis. The statistical met

All correction suggestions were considered by
the authors. Some parts of the text were
. rewritten as suggested.
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iMhe modifications in the text are highlighted in
yellow

The authors consider that the statistical test is

correct, treatments are quantitative and the
uggression analysis applies in this case.
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used in this experiment is highly questionable.
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authors used seven treatme@ts100; 200; 300; 400; 500

and 600 mg dmof P:O) replicated four times. There was ot

430 mg dnof P.O among these treatments. Authors need to

re-run statistical analysis using appropriate stiatl tools.

Wrong analysis leads to wrong and confusing resdes

how data was statistical analysed on rock phospbste

Akinrinde et al. 2003 and other related articles.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional /General comments
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