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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 study is concise and of great interest to fertilizer manufacturers. But the following needs to be addressed to
correct some inconsistencies and overall quality of the manuscript:

e Authors cited Fig. 3 in the manuscript but no “ Fig 3: Decomposition and neutralization essay” was presented

e Authors claimed “A process flow diagram was developed and the material balance of enriched
superphosphate and ammophosphate in a single process cycle was calculated” but no process flow diagram
was presented and no material balance data was provided in the manuscript.

e The same claim was made in the conclusion “Based on laboratory experiments, the material balance of
enriched superphosphate and concentrated ammophosphate in a single technological cycle is calculated.”

e Authors should rewrite this statement, it is not clear what the authors meant “Therefore, in order for support
acceptable efficiency of phosphate raw material processing into quality ammophosphate and enriched
superphosphate, this work is a purpose of the present research. “

e Authors claimed “The quality of the ammophosphate fertilizers we obtain is not inferior to it, and in some
parameters they are even superior.” Can the authors mention the superior parameters?

e Can authors mark out the identified compounds on the radiographs, that is, draw an arrow pointing to the
specific peaks and write out the names of the compounds on the graphs

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Quite informative
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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