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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. Add a paragraph of your work importance in the abstract. 
2. The abstract has mentioned the too many results numbers of the experimental 
work you should summary these numbers. 
3. No methodology ( mension to your experimental method) and no valuable 
conclusions involved in the abstract. 
4. also the introduction missed the main structure of the papers which 
are:introduction paragraph, methodology and results 
5. you have not mentioned on the article to table 1&2 and fig.1 and chart.1] 
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1. talk about your addition to the previous works on a paragraph at the end of your 
introduction 
2. No references mentioned for many data which used in this work such as table 1. 
3. In section 2.2.2 Chemical properties should write in bold. 
4. give more interest and information to Chemical properties and Soil colour section 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
1. No valuable conclusions involved in the article despite of many experimental work. 
2. Many grammar mistakes. many references are not included in this article . 
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