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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 
 

The present study evaluates the level of available trace elements (Fe, Cu, Mn and Zn) 
in relation to other important soil properties. The article is well structured and 
coherent in its presentation of results and their discussion. 
Please confirm the number of soil samples taken. In the abstract it is indicated that 
the number of samples taken is Twenty-nine, and in the section - Soil sampling and 
analysis - Fifty-eight 
Please indicate the source of the critical values indicated in Table 2: Critical soil test 
values of DTPA extractable micronutrients. It is not clear whether this is due to 
legislation, a rating scale or otherwise. 
Please comment on the role of the correlation coefficient value for plant nutrition. 
Please determine the condition of the soils in relation to the content of available 
elements in the conclusion and add how this will affect the nutrition of the plants. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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