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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 
 

Undeniably, the strong point of the article is the 
topicality of presented research. I propose to write 
more clearly and in detail the relevance of the 
research, and why these studies are so necessary for 
this territory. 
I suggest writing what was the research purpose in last 
sentences of the Introduction. 
The section “Conclusion” should be more detailed and 
reveal the further application of the results of the study 

I revised it more clearly & added importance of 
this research in the introduction section. I also 
added purpose of the research in the text.  
 
Added more text in conclusion section in 
details and reveal the result of the study.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The sections of the articles "Methodology" and "Results 
and Discussion", unfortunately, do not contain 
information about the concentration of available form of 
zinc, iron and copper in studied soil. But it is known, 
that exactly available form of element determines the 
plant up-taking from soil.  
In view of the results obtained during the experiment, 
the concentration of elements content is very low (f.ex., 
in 220-222lines:“Zn in this study varied between 0.08 
ppm (sample A5) to 1.72 ppm (sample A1) in 221 high 
hill soils, 0.08 ppm (sample B2) to 1.92 ppm (sample 
B1) in medium hill soils and 0.38 222 ppm (sample C5) 
to 1.40 ppm (sample C9) in low hill soils”). Therefore, it 
is necessary to clarify the available forms of these 
elements in the soil. In my opinion, it should be better 
to highlight available forms for all elements in the soil.  

I correct all. There was a misunderstanding in 
my text. Actually all presented nutrients are in 
total form not available form. I correct it all.  
 
Thanks for your review sir.  
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