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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 
 

The paper is important because it provides information to improve the productivity of the 
corn crop in environments exposed to drought 
 
 
 
The objectives are clear and precise 
The materials and methods are clearly described 
The results are very well analyzed and presented, the reading of the explanatory text 
becomes difficult to follow, it would be clearer and easier to interpret if the results were 
graphed 
the discussion of the results focuses correctly on the information generated. 
The conclusions are clear and precise 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Results Graphed 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The paper is very complete and the research is very well conducted, the methodology used 
and the results obtained are very clearly presented, as well as the analysis of them is very 
clear from the statistical point of view. 
It could provide greater clarity or ease to interpret the results the incorporation of graphics 
that illustrate these results 
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