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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 
 

 
There are not enough literature studies in manuscript. Therefore, it is recommended to add more latest 
studies in manuscript.  
 
There is few information added in literature section without proper citation (kindly see manuscript) 
 
 
The manuscript needs proof reading. There are lot of grammar mistakes in manuscript.   
 
The results are not properly explained. Please add more details, why soil properties increased with 
addition of admixtures/paper sludge/marble dust. 
 
Why you select 5%, 10% & 15% of wastepaper sludge also same for marble dust? 
 
Can you add  more literature studies related to choosing these percentages? 
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Done  
 
 
 
 
Done  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The figures quality needs improvement. 
  
Please see manuscript for more comments 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Instead of adding results in tabular form, its better to present data in graphical form.  
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