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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 

 

Title of manuscript – consider substituting “soil 

amendment’’ with ‘’soil conditioner’’. Section 2.5 line 

101 says the planting media was sand and topsoil at a 

ratio of 3:2.  Substitute “sand/ topsoil’’ in the abstract 

and experimental section and tables with “planting 

media” as it does appear that neither sand nor 

topsoil were used in the study on their own. What is 

the cost to the farmer of buying treated rice husk for 

application on an acre or hectare of land? A factorial 

design of the experiment instead of one factor at a 

time would have been more appropriate. What is the 

meaning of the letters a,b,c,d in tables 1 and 3 (on the 

standard deviations)? It doesn’t look like the 

experiments were replicated. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 184 – change ‘’prominent fractured’’ to ‘’prominent 

fractures’’ 

Line 250 – change ‘hence enhance’’ to ‘’hence enhancing’’ 

 

Optional/General comments The research is interesting and technically sound.  
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