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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 
 

Abstract: You only dig 4 profile and other auger points 
but you left profile 3 from undisturbed sampling. Please 
give sufficient reasoning in materials and methodology 
section and do not indicate this thing in abstract.  
 
Methodology: Only 4 pits are not enough to study 
toposequence. However, you took many auger points 
(please mention the depth) 
 
Your methodology lacks the geo statistics of soil 
mapping (which model do you use to generalize the 
spatial extent of the defined soil class, please show 
detail model statistics) 
 
In result and discussion, Please focus on figures and 
tables rather describing in text.  
 
You fail to explain the area coverage of the defined soil 
class and their characteristics. 
 
Please draw a single conclusion instead of conclusions 
 
 

I didn’t left profile 3 from undisturbed sampling. 
Since soil in profile 3 was Leptosol, it had only 
surface horizon and I took one undisturbed and 
one disturbed samples for analysis. 
 
I accept the comment here!!! 
 
I didn’t use any soil mapping model. Simply, I 
took major soil classes from regional soil map 
and I further classified based on FAO/WRB 
2006 soil classification legend.  
 
I accept the comment! 
 
Really, area coverage should be mentioned 
during mapping time, but now it is difficult to 
get XY coordination points of the GPS. 
  
I accept the comment!! 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

Dear reviewer, Thanks in advance for your prolific 
comments 

 


