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The article was very well written 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Simple schematic layout of the field experimentation could enhance this presentation 
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REVIEW COMMENTS 

Line Comment 

84 Insert units for rainfall and temperature (mm and ° C, respectively). 

84 Align rainfall data for Jan 2012; min temperature 2012 to one decimal place. 

94 You may show a schematic lay-out of the field experiment 

159 - 191 The statement did not reflect your table. There was a significant difference 

between soybean residue mulched and incorporated in 2012 cropping year (LSD = 

0-18) but no significant difference in year 2013 between them (LSD = 0.67). This 

fact did not in any way affect your findings. 
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