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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 
 

Reviewer’s comment 

- The study demonstrates relevance in chemical composition analyzes of coastal regions of India, adapting to the International Journal of 
Plant and Soil Science scope. 
 
It will be necessary to modify the sub-item ‘2.1 Collection and preparation of soil samples’, as it is identical to the paragraph described in 
the published work. Even speculating that the two works involve the same research group, The ‘Material and methods’ part of the abstract 
should also be modified for the same reasons. 
 
- Put the objective of the research after the last paragraph of ‘Introduction’. 
 
- Tables should be formatted only with horizontal borders, without vertical lines. 
 
- What would be the justifications for choosing only the three regions “Jamnagar District, Devbhumi Dwarka District and Porbandar” as a 
highlight of the analyzes, both in the text and by the bold demarcation in the tables? These are data that could be explored in ‘Introduction’ 
(exploring the context of the regions), ‘Material and methods’, and further explored in ‘Results/Discussion’. 
 
- Follow the reference model according to the Author’s Guidelines (name of the journals with no italics and abbreviated): 
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98. 
 

 

- Best of my knowledge, I have revised my manuscript and 
corrected all the corrections, which are mentioned in the 
reviewer’s comment. 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Replace all “Southern saurashtra” for “Southern Saurashtra”. 
- Replace all “Northen Saurashtra” and “North Saurashtra” for “Northern Saurashtra”. 
- “upto” for “up to”. 
- “...distance fron sea coast...” – from (last phrase of ‘3.4 Soil Organic Carbon’ and last phrase of ‘Conclusion’). 
 
Abstract – Follow the Author’s Guidelines. 
Aims 
Study design 
Place and duration of study 
Methodology 
Results 
Conclusion 
 
-Add ‘Acknowledgements’, ‘Competing Interests’, ‘Author’s Contribution’, ‘Consent and Ethical Approval’ (if applicable). 
 

I have revised my manuscript and corrected all the corrections. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


