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the study

Add a section on conclusions at end of the document
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Title has been reframed

Reference added

These statements (line 51-59) may be deleted since it Deleted
does not flow well with that before or after.
Introduction should highlight the relationship between P | Done
and N availability and uptake.
Need to add soil type at line75 Reframed
Sentence on line 105-106 is hanging removed
Optional /General
comments The manuscript lacks the scientific basis for the study. Corrected.
The Author(s) need(s) to revise the background to
highlight
Why they compare these soil properties such as minerals,
and even found that they increase (line108-116?7 Do they | The soil testing was carried out before the
expect them to increase? Then you should compare them | residual experiment hence it needed
in interpretation and discussion.
the plant rather than in the soil.
Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




