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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

In this article, abstract should be replaced with o ther, 
more specific to the research. 
English have to be improved, because some parts of 
manuscript are incomprehensible for readers. 
 
It is necessary to improve the quality of English i n this 
article. Several sentence are incomprehensible for 
potential readers.  
Abstract is not adequate for the manuscript. In abs tract 
are present the general data about the recultivatio n, 
while in manuscript we have a specific location, wi th 
specific problems, with results of analyses…  

Many thanks for the valuable comments and 
suggestions. 
 
We revised Abstract dramatically as specific to the 
research. 
Additionally, we revised our article based on the 
comments from other reviewers. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

-  

Optional /General  comments 
 

Reading the abstract, I thought that it was review paper, but 
now it is clear that authors described the recultivation 
process with technical data during the recultivation. I m not 
expert for technical part of recultivation. I m hoping that 
other reviewer(s) can be able to estimate the technical 
properties of recultivation process.   

 

 
 
 
 
 


