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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 methodology is very well described. But the style of writing has to be 
improved. 
2. Restructure the single plagiarized sentence. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

,  
1. Line 8, 9, 26, 36, 43, 46, 68, 88, 130, 132, 146, 179, 201, 264, 360- Typographical  

or grammatical error 
2. Line 9, 10, 36, 54, 57, 60, 68- Capitalize S in sapota 
3. Line 35- Capitalize s in sapotaceae 
4. Line 49- Remove hyphen in mal-nutrition 
5. Line 114-  Remove superscript of H in pH 
6. Line C- Capitalize C in ºC 
7. Use mL instead of ml throughout the script 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. The authors effort  in this work has to be appreciated. 
2. Try to avoid the typographical errors next time. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links. 

 
Yes, The plagiarized sentence and the link is  given below 

1. means in a column followed by the same letter(s) do not differ 
significantly. (p<0.05) according to dmrt. plant species in parenthesis 
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indicate co-existence.root n, p and k concentrations in experiment i 
significantly differed with harvests except for p in maize at 90 dat (figure 
2-1). 

https://shodhganga.inflibnet.ac.in/bitstream/10603/105471/10/10_chapter 
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