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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 
 

In relation to this article, I consider that it is, in general, well written. 
In the introduction it is clearly described the problem situation to be 
investigated. The materials and methods are well delineated and 
understandable. The results and discussion are, respectively, well 
reported and substantiated, and are of scientific, environmental and 
social relevance. However, currently, the use of herbicides and 
insecticides should be avoided. 
Although the evaluation is focused on the consortium between 
cultures and population density, in the methodology there is no 
indication of the physical and chemical characteristics of the soil in 
which the experiment was developed. We believe that such 
explanations are necessary, since they are the basis of the need, or 
not, for fertilization. And, including soil chemical correction. If these 
previous analyzes were not performed, then what criteria did you 
use to define NPK fertilizer? The environmental conditions in which 
the experiment was carried out are unfavorable to the sesame crop 
(rainfall, maximum and minimum temperatures, humidity). So, is the 
statistical significance not observed in relation to sesame due to the 
consortium and the population proportion, or the environmental 
conditions? What is the duration of the experiment? 55 days? What 
cultivars are used? 
 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Adapt the 'key words' and 'references in the text of the article' to the 
journal's standards. Correct spacing on line 98 and 58. In table 3, 
correct the unit of the characteristic weight of 100 grains (g). In 
table 3, add the letters of statistical significance in the values: 1.28 
and 1.25 of the 'LER' characteristic. On line 210, What is the 
spacing used in cowpea culture? Is it not described in the 
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methodology? 

Optional /General  comments 
 

Approximately 61 and 33% of the references used in the statement 
of reasons for the article are, respectively, articles and books. 
However, 27 and 22% of the works, respectively, are of the last ten 
or more years. 
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