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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 
 

  
 
The way the introduction is conducted according to me needs readjustment. 
Moreover, at its end, I did not see the goal targeted by the present studies. 
 
For the different Titles, the author must be careful with their size (as showed for 
instance by “abstract and introduction”).    
 
I suggest to the author to organise the different sections built up as follow: 
Abstract 

I. Introduction 
II. Material and methods 
III. Results and discussion 
III-1. Results 
III-2. Discussion 
IV. Conclusion 

References 
 
I think that some figures are in the need of titles (as in page 4). 
 
I suggest also to the author to use instead of the name of the authors cited in the text, 
but digits to which he will combine the name of the given author in the References 
section. 
 
This manuscript faces a recurrent problem of punctuation. This makes difficult its 
understanding. 
 
The structuring of sentences is sometimes really problematic.  
 
In the results and discussion part, one may gainfully start by presenting a given result 
with reference to figures or/and tables if possible. After this, its analysis must be done 
in relation to itself first, then in relation to the other results obtained in the same field 
by other researchers to be cited. At the end, an interpretation is done in order to 
justify the result obtained. While doing this, links can be created when possible 
between one’s results; for instance: the concentration of nitrogen in soils is 
consistent with the plant firmness ……. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Be careful with the spacing between words and misspellings. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The idea justifying the present research is pertinent. The results are relevant. But the 
punctuation and the sentences structuring are unfortunately problematic for the entire 
manuscript. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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