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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The English language of manuscript present several errors, a revision by native 
professional will be need. In introduction, there are several problems with some 
affirmations, for example this paragraph: - “Thus, the use of potentially pollutant 
residues from an industrial process is an interesting alternative for the substrate and/or 
conventional fertilizer”. If a waste is pollutant, it can not be applied in agricultural soils. 
The authors need modify the way that this information is written. 
This manuscript presents serious problems in description of experimental design. 
The doses are presented in volume of tannery waste diluted in water. However, there 
are no mention about the total amount of diluted tannery sludge applied in each 
treatment during this study. The authors described the irrigation and, after, a 
description of foliar fertilization was done, making confuse the understanding of 
reader.  
The limiting factor for doses calculation was not described in Material and Methods. 
The amount of nutrients and contaminants provided by doses studied were not 
presented. How was the foliar application done? Was it done by irrigation system? 
What was the total amount of tannery diluted applied in each treatment? Why was 
the dilution of tannery sludge done? Was there some problem due to salts 
presence?  
The authors discussed about the significance of results. However, they was no 
present the p value of each regression model. 
The authors justified the results obtained based in nutrients or contaminants 
provided by tannery diluted. However, there was no table containing information 
about the amount of nutrients or contaminants provided, which should be used to 
support the authors statements. 
Thus, the most of manuscript conclusions were based on assumptions about the 
nutrients and contaminants amounts provided to plants. 
Additionally, more than half of references used in this manuscript are in Portuguese. 
Likewise, it is important a literature review in international journals.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript reformulation is strictly necessary, correction the presented problems, so 
the manuscript can be evaluated in another submission. 
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