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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

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. Arethe 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)

Yes

yes

Compressive but the result section is to wordy

Yes

Yes

The references are not sufficient and are not recent. They should be adjusted and a recent ones

added to further strengthen the result and discussion section

Minor REVISION comments

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

yes

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is ok but the highlighted concerns needs to be addressed. The authors z
o Why didn’t you include treatment without any fertilizer applied as a negative control?
e Was soil analysis done after treatments application to ensure application of these treatments had

positive influence on the soil?

e Can you Explain in your methodology how plant spread area is collected
e And also indicate how you were able to collect every data for instance: How did you get data on

head weight etc in detail

e The author needs to indicate in the methodology the seasons the experiments was done

¢ Remove the figures and have only the tables. Tables seems clear and easy to understand

o When | look at the pooled data in most of the tables, | don’t see any differences between the
treatments. You can then not say a particular treatment is better since they are the same. Do

multiple comparisons to be siure
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