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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. Remove s after discussion Results and discussions 
2. Remove in :The physical and chemical properties of in the experimental 
3. Table 2 shows that K fertilization has a promoting…… Grammatical error, 

change has to had  
4. Support Section 3.2 with references. It is very important that you support your 

results with work of other scientists 
5. Support section 3.3 with references 
6. Figure 1and 2 presented were not statistically analyzed and no LSD and error 

bar, This is not how to present scientific Figure 
7. Support Sections 3.5.1and 3.5.2 with references 
8. Table 3 was not analyzed statistically, no LSD for separation of means. This is 

not how to present scientific Table 
 
 

1. We have corrected accordingly in the revised manuscript 
2. We have corrected accordingly in the revised manuscript  
3. We have corrected accordingly in the revised manuscript 
4. We have agreed and included in the revised manuscript 
5. We have agreed and included in the revised manuscript 
6. The grain and straw samples used for concentration analyses in the 
laboratory were not plot wise but treatments wise. Therefore, we cannot 
do variance analyses and mean separation of uptake in figure 1and 2.  
7. We have agreed and included in the revised manuscript 
8. It is not variance analysis and no need of mean separation. Rather, it 
is the simple division formula we have included the formula in the 
methodology part you can refer Eq.(1) and Eq.(2). 
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