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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 Thank you for your great and appreciated comments and
REVISION Statistical analysis is not appropriate for this study. suggestions. It greatly improved the quality of our
comments Average and variations are not acquired by ANOVA and manuscript and lit up the way for some future researches.
there are specific statistical tests for correlations. Thank you for this valuable and appreciated comment.
the Statistical analysisis acquired by one-way analysis
of variance (ANOVA) to compare the means of
different soil chemical, physical and mechanical
properties under study area, differences between
individual means were tested using the Duncan
_ _ _ multiples range test (DMRT) (p = 0.05 significance

Chemicals written incorrectly level) according to (Gomez and Gomez, 1984)

Poor discussion of data Thank you, the Chemicalsisrevised
Thank you, the discussion section is revised.

Itis not clear the importance of the study. As it is written,

the work does not show the scientific gap that work aims

to fill in science. I suggest that the authors highlight this .. . .

information better, giving a more scientific profile to Thank you, the objectives and the importance of this

work. study are revised.
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional /General
comments
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