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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 
 

 
Search the literature for the approximate composition of the pyroclastic powder and 
put it in topic 2.3 
 
The methodology is a little confusing. Was one or two experiments carried out? 
 
 

 
The composition of the Pyroclastic powder was added in the text. 
 
Only one experiment was carried with specific objectives which are 
presented in the text. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
I suggest putting the 2.5.1 topic before the 2.4 topic 
 
Discussion could be improved. Some results can be explained by the timing of nutrient 
release from the rock, the bean physiology and nutrition (nutrient absorption rate). 
 
 

 
In the text, the materiel used is presented before the experimental 
design. So, it is useful to maintain the former structure. 
 
The obtained data cannot allow to explain the results by the timing of 
nutrient release from the rock.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is well written and has interesting results. 
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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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