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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

Generally, the paper falls within the scope of the journal submitted. The topic of the paper 
(Quantification of Root Biomass in Post-Mining Areas in the Municipality of Capitão Poço – 
PA, Brazil) is interest and, to my knowledge, the manuscript describes a relevant original 
work.  

The author must follow the journal’s guidelines (numbering of sections, USE OF ENGLISH 
LANGUAGE ONLY IN THE PAPER, Bibliography format should also be corrected. The text 
must be English reviewed as there is grammar and syntax mistakes that negative affect the 
whole text. 

Even if the paper presents interest and has very good elements there is need for 
manuscript' improvement. So, I suggest the paper to be accepted after minor revision.  
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