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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 The Keywords are missing: copper 
 Sufficient presentation and reviews had been shown in the introduction 

chapter. 
 The methods used for experiments and data analysis are up to date, but 

missing the method of soil sampling! 
 Good results had been derived, generated and highlighted! 
 The all references are relevant and adequate. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Fig. 6 (the second pic) isn’t there (black diagram) 
 In the chapter of discussion: Or under or upper the figure be the text 

(confused).  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Very interesting and thorough work!  
 Since this experiment is a one-year study in a single environment, further 

research years are warranted to confirm the present results 
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