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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Improving the conclusion, it is very long, it must be more conclusive, what better 
dosage of nitrogen? for example. 
In the results the table should be in a single page 
Majority of the reference is outdated, insert references of the last 5 years. 
 
 

What the reviewer wants on the conclusion was subjective. A conclusion 
provides a summary and state application of findings, which we did 
accordingly.  The used references were very relevant to our work.  
 
We will work on the tables. 
 
 
Thanks 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is well written, evidencing in the introduction the justification of 
the research, in the methodology this detailed, in the results the data are discussed 
with references. 
 

Thanks 

 
 
 
 


