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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 
 

 
Some modifications is to be needed in the followings: 
1. Abstract: 

- Rating of available N and P2O5 are to be expressed by following standard rating chart, 

Wrong rating mentioned here. 

- Keywords: It should be specific and not repeated, Name of place may be avoided. 

2. Study area: 
- In line number 7 and 8 of the paragraph, repetition of word granite should be avoided. 
Fig. 3: There is missing of delineation of acidic soil area in the map.  
3. Soil Available Macronutrients: 

- rating of available N and P2O5 are to expressed by following standard rating chart. Correct it 
in the map also. Spell check of the name of Place. 
- Use rating chart of either “P” or “P2O5”.  Prepare its rating  and then put it in the map. 
- similar problem in rating of K also in the map. 
4.  For Micronutrient map: 

- per cent distribution of samples of micronutrients in the map are not understandable. 

5. Discussion: 

- Need Sodium, Calcium content data in soil 

- Here low organic matter content data is missing in the table. 

- Phosphorus data in the form of P2O5 may be reviewed. It may be presented in the 

form of P only 

6. Table 2: level of significance is to be mentioned.   
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Minor REVISION comments 
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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) 
 
Yes. One big confined area is being evaluated here. 
 

 
 
 

 
 


