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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

Line 52: OA can be released......
abbreviation to start a sentence or paragraph.

Line 83 -84: In order to test effects on yield

eggplant was used as a signal crop and a frud yillow rewritten as suggested
Rewrite this

sentence like this: Eggplant was used as a model

was measured to determine.........

crop to test effects of OA applications compare
conventional fertilizer on eggplant yield.

Line 100: Prior to treatment, soils were analy
several parameters. Rewrite this sentence like

Prior to treatment, soils were analyzed for several

parameters

Line 100 — 104: Supposed to be in Result
Discussion section not under materials
methods.

Lots of mix-up in the materials and methads

section. Rewrite this section, make it conc
coherence and understandable.

Don’t u

be released by . . ..

] to

zed
tNew rewritten as suggested

and
aidhis has been moved to Results and
Discussion

Selethods and Materials has been
thoroughly reviewed by 3 colleagues and
independent reviewers, without commen
Without specific comments from this
reviewer regarding exactly what needs
changing we cannot make further chang
and feel it is acceptable. Also, this is onl
reviewer of 5 that had any issue with the
section.

SEhe sentence now reads Organic acids ¢an
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In Results and Discussion section, authors didLnot
support their findings with other related referesice
from other researchers. This was done in the conclusion section,
This is not the way to write conclusion sectipmwe have moved much of this to the
Conclusion is too lengthy. Make your conclusissubheading: 3.2 Discussion and reduceg
concise and understandable. the conclusion to a single paragraph.
This manuscript needs thorough revision. Within this there are numerous references
discussing other findings in comparison.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments We want to thank this reviewer for providing a
thoughtful review.
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