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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
What is the fundamental reason for using randomized block area, arranged in a 2 x 4 
factorial scheme set up, with three replications? 
May be you can use another design!!!! It could be interesting to explain why you 
prefer this design! 
 
 
Very interesting result, but the discussion is not strong! It must be documented 
 
 

 
 
We used the design in randomized blocks because the experiment was 
performed in field level, where it was necessary to control a type of 
heterogeneity. On the other hand, a factorial scheme was used, because in 
this experiment two factors were studied simultaneously at different levels. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please the discussion could be documented by some recently references  
 

We added some references updated in the discussion. 
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