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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

- The introduction no represent this manuscript, please write the introduction
with more paper recent and de the journal with higt impact factor;

Test Sckot Knott, its not adequately for this experiment. Review the test application.

The introduction of the manuscript was revised and redone according to the
comments made by the reviewer of the journal.

According to the commentary presented by the reviewer, it was elaborated a
justification for the use of the Scott-Knott Test with data from this manuscript.
There is an extensive bibliography applicable to multiple comparison tests.
However, the most common procedures (Tukey test, Duncan, LSD) in some
statistical analyzes present results difficult to interpret due to the ambiguity
presented, which occurs when two treatments, considered as different from
each other, do not differ from a third.

Multiple comparison methods based on univariate cluster analysis eliminate
this type of problem [1], aiming at separating treatment averages into
homogeneous groups, maximizing homogeneity of objects or individuals
within groups and maximizing heterogeneity between groups [2], one of these
procedures is the Scott-Knott test [3].

In view of the above, the Scott-Knott test was different from the others
because it allowed the grouping of the means into more homogeneous
groups, allowing greater statistical inference about the data of the present
study, avoiding the ambiguity and the complexity in the interpretation of the
statistically equal means among each other and between the groups, allowing
a clearer and simpler interpretation of the results for the reader, and obtaining
more direct conclusions on the development of tropical grasses as a function
of each water tension applied to the soil.
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