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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) Need rewriting by scientific expression and delete 
many repetitive sentences. 
2) Need to show the map of site location. 
3) Table 2: add units of each parameter 
4) Table 2: need to explain what PSD, ECs, O.C. 
ECEC etc. are in the bottom of Table 
5) Table 4: Check the unit of N, P, S, Ca, Mg, Na, K. I 
guess g/kg rather than mg/kg   
6) Line 120-131: Soil pH. This is a good discussion. 
Please follow this style in other parameter. 
7) Please keep in mind. Make a concise sentence 
through manuscript. 
8) Line 174: check unit of phosphorus.  
9) So many references in the manuscript are missing in 
the reference sections (e.g. Landon 1984, Donahue et 
al 1971, Narvel 1978, Republic of China 1984 etc.   ) 
10) Conclusion is too general. Need to rewrite the 
conclusions based on the results in this study. 

The paper has been modified and written as 
directed to meet the target aims 
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