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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

Studies of this nature contribute positively to a scenario of rural production especially when
they are linked to family agriculture with the possibility of increasing income and offering a
quality product for market inertia. According to the results, the corn genotypes Vigosense,
Branca and Nordestino, for the productive and qualitative characteristics of the forage
studied, demonstrated an important performance, except for the variable HC, where the
White genotype stood out in relation to the others, presenting the highest levels of
hemicelluloses, which gives it the highest concentrations of energy and digestibility of its
fodder; (b) the dose of 80 kg ha-1 of nitrogen was the most satisfactory for the productive and
qualitative characteristics of maize forage, since its effect was similar to the increase of
nitrogen doses, besides providing a higher percentage of NDF.

All this was rightly observed during the analysis of the experiment. The
genotypes had a good forage performance, and the dose of 80 kg per hectare of
nitrogen gave the best results in term of forage quantity as well as its quality.
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There are no ethnic issues in this work
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