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PART 2: 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 study, especially the abstract, lacks of clear andfocused conclusions and practical recommendations.The writing quality of the manuscript should besignificantly improved. The authors should seek externalhelp for correcting grammar, flow, and clarity.
The manure analysis was not shown. I assume localmanure sources are very variable in C/N ratio and NPKcontent.  Manure with different C/N ratios will havedifferent N availability. Please address this point.

OK. Done..

Minor REVISION comments The title can be more descriptive. For example,“the agronomic performance of tomato” can bedescribed as “tomato yield components”.Some differences in plant nutrient values inTable 4, 5, 6, and 7 were statistically significantbut these differences were not practical. Forexample, Table 5, one treatment hadleaf N (%)as 1.99* while the control had 1.69%.Descriptions plant analyses were not completeand with some misspelled names. Page 4, L-93-

OK. Done.

OK. Done.
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96 and Page 5. L-97-100.The manure analysis was not shown. I assumelocal manure sources are variable in C/N ratioand NPK content.Tomato yield components are usually varietydependent. Thus, a variety studied should belisted.
Some subheadings can be more specific. Page. 11 “effectof treatments on tomato performance” better “effect oftreatments on tomato growth and yield”.
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Optional/General comments The study is well thought out with appropriate statisticalanalyses. And the results should be utilized by localfarmers to optimize their tomato production.To show the full potential of manure+NPK fertilizationsystems, an economic analysis can also help to identifyoptimal combinations of these two nutrient sources.The effect treatments on tomato quality (e.g., vitamin Aand C or nitrate-N concentration) may also help toidentify the most optimal combination of manure andNPK.
By improving writing quality, especially terminology andgrammar usage, this manuscript should add newpractical knowledge to optimize fertilization in tomatoproduction.


