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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 

 

1.The manuscript was not well structured. Apart 

from the first three paragraphs of the introduction 

for example, most parts of the other paragraphs of 

the section (introduction) were too much of 

literature review and materials required for the 

discussion section. 

2. In addition, results were mixed up in the materials 

and methods. For instance, Tables 1 and 2 (data on 

soil characteristics) are supposed to be in the results 

and discussion section. 

3. Furthermore, there were a lot of grammatical 

errors which for me the author(s) may be pardoned 

since the origin of the manuscript appear to be a non-

English speaking country.  

1. We review the paper and the introduction 
was reduced. 

2. Soil characteristics are not result data but 
they are laboratory analysis to show the 
experiment site properties. 

3. We   review the grammatical errors and 
corrected them. 
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