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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 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

1. The experiments were well designed and the results were well interpreted. The 
manuscript can be accepted after the amendments made. 

2. The minor spell check should be performed for clarification. 
3. A dot must be added to the abstract after the number “5” (….manures at 0, 5, and 10 

t/ha….) 
4. In the rest of the manuscript, above-mentioned issue should be checked (…Pt0, Pt5, 

and…..) 
5. The article has 26% similarity according to Ithenticate report (I have attached the 

report and you can see). The Authors should be decrease the similarity. 
6. In the conclusion section, The Authors may give a comparison for the other similar 

researches. 
7. The authors can explain a little more about the usage areas of such biomasses. The 

following paragraph should be added to the Introduction section of the manuscript.  
“Animal residues (biomasses) contain high amounts of carbon (Baharuddin et al., 
2011). Organic acids are used for mineral dissolution in most industrial processes 
(Vapur et al., 2017). Animal residues can be used not only as fertilizer but also as a 
reductant in pyrometallurgical and hydrometallurgical recovery processes. The use of 
such residues is of increasing importance in the areas of dissolution of manganese 
from manganese-containing minerals or reduction of iron contents in iron-containing 
minerals to magnetite (Hsu et al., 2001; Rath et al., 2016).” 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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