	EDITORIAL COMMENTS on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The introduction is overly descriptive and lacks a strong research gap and justification.
1. The methodology lacks sufficient detail regarding statistical analysis, nutrient calculations, and experimental procedures. 
1. Conclusions are generalized beyond the presented data. 
1. Several sections contain grammatical and typographical errors. The symbol for kilometre is km

	1.Suggested very clearly.


2. Suggested very clearly. 



3. Suggested very clearly.


4. Done






