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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Soil amendment is an important contemporary issue which can offer options for sustainable 
and non-chemical resistance products. However the author has not clearly induct a checklist of 
the process used in their review. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

No  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

No, Please consider adding information to the abstract that covers must of the areas you intend 
to review 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes but swallow. Please make a plan and beef up the article it has left out many issues.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

No the references are not enough. Only 20 but a minimum of 50 are needed. The article number be be 
increased to above fifty before it accepted for publication. 
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Needs some English adjustments.  
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