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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

Minor REVISION comments Both yield and cost when organic and inorganic

materials were supplied with different proportions

were discussed, and the reasonable N applying

regime was recommended in this manuscript. it

would be very useful for local people to select

reasonable technology and to improve their

cropland use. Further, this manuscript was well

prepared and experiment was generally well

designed and done. Therefore, I recommended it

publish in this journal after minor revision.

(1) It was not clear whether the fertilizer supplying
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regimes were applied in each growing season.

(2) Because the N in maize stover and leafy

biomass of Calliandra callothyrsus could not

completely release after supplying in the first

growing season, their effect might be appear in

several next seasons. Is there any evidence or data

to show how much organic matter have been

decomposed in the end of each season?

(3) If it is true in (2), to compare the effects

between treatments and control with 75 kg/ha N

(urea) might be unreasonable. The authors could

discuss it in the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
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