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Compulsory  

REVISION comments 

 

Introduction: Contains statements about the reasons for this 

investigation and a concise analysis of the essential background, using 

the relevant literature on the subject. 

Materials and methods: Clear and repeatable. 

Results: Results are relevant to international audience. Provides full 

comprehension of the data reported in tables, but results in the text are 

not presented with clarity and precision. I suggest to rewriting 

interpretation of results.  

Discussion: Underlines the significance of the results and place them in 

the context of previous research. 

 

 

 

 

 

The results was rewritten as suggested 

 

 

 

Corrected. 

Minor  

REVISION comments 

 

Line 11 and 72: two-year experiment; 

Line 44, 46, 47: the frequent use term Pigeon pea in sentences; 

Line 110: single; 

Line 144: The nitrogen uptake of pigeon pea (Table 6) was….. (avoid the 

construction of sentences: Results in table 6 shows ….). The same 

comment for Line 150; 

Line 150-152: Please, rewrite the sentence to make it clear; 

Line 184: the sentence is not clear 

Check and uniform for all units: kg/ha or kg / ha; also check and uniform 

for all data: 1,493.3 or 1493.3; 

Corrected 

Pigeon pea / cajanus cajan used 

interchangeably. 

 

Corrected 

 

 

Corrected 

 

corrected 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

 

I find this article interesting and topic of investigation is very important 

regarding sustainable agricultural production and possibility to 

economize of fertilizer application, but regarding grammatical 

incorrectness I would like to suggest authors to consult English spoken 

person for the review of the text. I would like to propose this manuscript 

to be accepted for publication after mentioned revision. 
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