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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 
 

 
The structure  is well done 
The theme is relevant and only needs minor  corrections 
 
Text is good, comprehensively elaborated and easy to read  
 
Introduction good  
 
Materiel and method are well explained 
Results and discussion: results are well  understandable and the discussion is well 
understood 
References are fine 

We appreciate the reviewer’s comments 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In abstract: terms,…. Strogly… to be replaced with ….strongly….. 
The terms … experimental sites, it increased nodule to be replaced with …experimental 
sites; it increased nodule….    
 
On line 197… the terms … of K, P and mg; to be replaced with… of K, P and Mg; 

Corrections from the reviewer were done and highlighted in green (please see 
abstract and  line 194 and195,  of the manuscript file)  

Optional/General comments 
 

The overall manuscript is good. However, Some minor revisions are requested as indicated 
in the text (in yellow and green) 

Corrections done as per reviewer’s recommendations 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


