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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

In lines 83 /84 stated that K + in the cassava tuber
and leaves were analysed using AAS.

But in the result plus discussion parts reported and
discussed only the exchange in the leaf. One can
understand in a better way if the exchange discussed
both in tuber and leaves part based on the result of K

uptake

Material and methods

Data analysis method not mentioned and to
be specified

Result

Line 91 - the abbreviated word to be fully
written then the abbreviation can follow then
after.

Line 93 - the percentage 204% to be
recalculated.

Line 99 - How the significance level
determined, if the stat method is not
mentioned and the experiment were run to
my understanding without replication

Line 103 - 65.8% need recalculation

Line 139/141 statement - table 1 with N4sKso
is lower than with N4;Ko whereas K
accumulation in the leaf of these two
treatments was higher. So the conclusion
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made in these lines seems wrong!

6. Table 1 - the average calculation has to be
reworked, and if rounding off values
intended to be done uniformly and following
the mathematical procedures. (example:
N45Kso not 28% is 27.4

Minor REVISION comments

Lacks uniformity in data presentation and discussion.
Line 93-113 present yield of cassava, and line 115-129
discussing on average base of the K+ exchange. The
author(s) has/have to show his/their result in
connection one with the other, otherwise it become
difficult to understand for readers finding the relation.

Optional /General comments

The data were not statistically analysed, as it is not
replicated. The design is to minimize the effect of soil
variation on the yield.

Generally the paper is presented well.
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