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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 
 

 

There are almost no results of statistical 

significances. In all of the graphs, you state that bars 

are different, however no statistics are shown. 

 

For clarification, all similar graphs should be placed 

together into one figure and the text concerning the 

different graphs should be merged. Many 

explanations could be shortened. 

 

Are there 3 or 4 replications? Both have been stated. 

 

Is it Ghana or Guinea? Both are stated 

 

What do the graphs indicate? mean? median? SE? SD? 

 

Elaborate on the anova. what did you test? between 

weeks? then it is repeated? 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The English should be checked. for instance northern vs. 
Northern Ghana. 
Line 35: delete , 
References are stated: according to [ ]. This should be: 
according to author [ ]. 
Why are those P concentrations chosen? 
Your conclusion is very simple. Could higher P 
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applications not result in even higher yield? 
Especially, is there no possible negative effect? 
eutrophication? 
Please elaborate on the design: total number of seeds, 
ridges, hills, why only 2 measured plants,.. 
Why measure fresh and dry weight? 
 
Figure 4: cm²? 
 
Be consequent in the graphs: 2D-3D-values above bars, 
error lines,.. 
 
The economic analysis only repeat the results. discuss 
the actual economic value 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Please check the statistics and group the graphs and text 
explaining the graphs.  
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