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Compulsory REVISION comments Abstract: is not structured with objectives, experimental design, place and duration of the 
study, methodology, results and conclusion. 
INM, MBC, RD- mention what it means by extension the first time you show up at work 
units g-1 hour-1 change to g-1 h-1; Vermicompost @ ???; 
Introduction: built on very old references 
Material and methods: inform the geographic coordinates of the experiment; Treatments not 
clear inform what does RDF, FYM, RD, PSB, MOP, SSP .… lack of information on humidity, 
irrigation, pest control. The methods used and described in the methodology are very old 
does not have recent authors who have revalidated these methods?  
Tabatabi and Bremner  (1969) is correct? 

Zornoja et al. (2009) is correct? or Zornoza 

statistical analysis does not mention method, program, treatment .. 

line 92 - unit g-1 hr-1 change to g-1 h-1  

 

Results and discussion- to better explore the results, for all the analyzes the highest result 
was always cited for that variable, but I missed the merit figures of the statistical 
analyzes as P and standard deviation to be able to affirm the differences between 
the treatments. 

References: 85% of references are very old 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments put the units of the variables in the international standard 
inform p and RSD for the data 
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