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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 

 

Line 42-47. According to the part 2, the author described  

the  local particularity climate environment , please give 

some evidence that  the environment difference will or 

not have an impact on soybean yield? 

 

 

- A graph on precipitation was include  at line 49 

which occurred during the cropping period, thus 

showing that the environment did not interfere 

with the result. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 Line 17, should “soybean yield” appear in keywords in 

stead of “Glycine max”? 

 

Glycine max is the scientific name of the soybean 

crop. 

Optional/General comments 

 

Line 127-128, why  there is no response a late 

application plant to nitrogen fertilizer for soybean? 

 

 

 

 

 

The conclusion: “The soybean crop does not 

respond to ammonium sulfate application 

{(NH4) 2SO4} foliar, in the grain filling period 

(R4 to R5).” It has been modified to: “The 

application of {(NH4) 2SO4} ammonium sulfate 

did not increase yield, compared to the control, 

when applied at the grain filling phase (R4 and 

R5).” 

 

 

 


