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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  
In the introductory part, it seems to me that they must describe in detail the objectives, both the general and the 
specific ones and, if possible, raise some hypothesis. 
In methodology, a statistical model should be proposed to identify the variable response in more detail, it would 
be good to perform an analysis of variance using the students or Fisher test. 
 
On the other hand, to annex the physical characteristics of the soil and the contents of salts present, because 
these variables greatly influence the behavior of the crop and movement of nutrients in the soil, as well as the 
type of climate, with respect to temperature, precipitation, among others. 
 
In the results and discussions I think it will be improved with the recommendation to perform an analysis of 
variance 
In conclusion, it should  include the possible challenges generated in the research to generate future research. 
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