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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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.Delete  the word assessing from the title. 
2.line 15.delete suppress and insert tends to. 
3. line 47: change process to processed. 
4. line 54: change discharge to discharged. 
5. line 62.change activities is to activities are. 
6.line 63: modify sentence to read Top soil (0 – 20 cm) consists of.... 
7.lines 65 -66: change to to in 
 
8. lines 68 -81: delete. 
9. lines 261 – 263: delete 
10. Conclusion: must derive from the main results of the study. 
11, Delete recommendations section. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1. The word assessing in the title has been deleted. 

2. The word ‘suppress’ and ‘tends to’ are in the same line. 

3. It is ‘processing’ that is in line 47 not process 

4. The word ‘discharge’ has been change to ‘discharged’. 

5. Line 62 now read ‘activities are’... 

6. Line 63 has been modified to read Top soil (0 – 20 cm) consists 

of.... 
7. ‘to’ in line 65-66 has been change to ‘in’  
8. In line 68 physico-chemical has been change to microbial. 

9. Line 67-81 has been deleted.  

10. References cited between lines 68-81(i.e reference number 17, 

18, 19 and 20) have also been remove from reference list. 

11. Microbial activities in line 263 have been change to microbial load. 

12. Line 262-263 has been deleted 

13. The sentence between line 263 to 266 have been modify. 

14. Recommendation has been deleted. 

 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

1. Four references (no. 17, 18, 19 and 20) in the original document have 
been removed. The number of references has reduced from 39 to 35 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 


