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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

Lines 48 and 96: include a reference to show that the soils are 

Alfisols and Ultisols 

Reference inserted 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Line 19: words soil test can be replaced by soil analysis 

Line 114: Land preparation was done by hand (clarify, is it hand 

hoeing?) 

Line 139: Check if harvesting maize at onset of physiological 

maturity can give best estimates of grain yield. 

Line 164: words chemical composition should be replaced by soil 

chemical properties. 

Lines 292-296: This is not giving a good support to the preceding 

statements, as there is no reference but also in this study 

no micronutrients analysis was done. 

Lines 303-306 should be rephrased and be incorporated down 

the conclusion as a recommendation. 

The author should verify the style of referencing in the list to 

conform to the journal’s requirements. 

Line 19: Replaced as suggested 

Line 114: Hand-hoeing 

Line 139: Corrected to “harvesting of maize was 

done at physiological maturity indicated by 

development of black layer at the pedicel of 50% 

kernels sampled” 

 

Line 164: Replaced as suggested 

 

Lines 292-296: The statement was deleted 

Lines 303-306: Rephrased and taken to 

conclusion as a recommendation. 
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