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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Highlighted areas to be corrected.

2. Methodology not adequate. Please give methodology for all results like how did
you find leaf length, number of leaves, plant height, etc.

3. You have specified laterite soil in place but in methodology it is loamy saoil.
Please clarify.

4. As the crop needs certain level of copper for growth how did the control show
growth as the soil was made sterile.

5. What are the common sources of copper pollution? Please specify.

6. Chlorophyll content assay is not clear, as higher copper concentrations has given
483 and 974 mg/Kg values.
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8. Why copper was given main importance? Is there high chance of copper toxicity
in the study area?
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