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Review Form 1.7

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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1- The manuscript investigated soil properties from selected locations in the study area.
This is a classical report. It provides information about soil properties with limited insights

into why and what are the reasons behind the results.

2- Need to add the Country to the Title (where the study took place)

3- No, the Abstract is not comprehensive. The Abstract needs to be rewritten.

4- The methodology section needs to be improved.

5- The methods followed in collecting the data and the analysis are not clear.

6- The references are sufficient.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The paper needs to be edited by a Professional English language editor.

Optional/General comments

Abstract: Needs to be rewritten. Explain the method and the procedure followed. The methods
followed in collecting the data, and the analysis are not clear. Add a Google map for the study
location. Add pictures of the soil samples. Provide a relation between the data obtained and the

optimum nutrients.
Lines 9-10 page 1: Rewrite the first sentence in the Abstract

Lines 13-14 page 1: This is not a scientific term : was found good”

Line 17: what do you mean by “all Villages™?
Lines 44-54 page 2 : rewrite this part.

Line 70- 82 page 3: describe in detail the procedure followed in conducting the experiments.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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