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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 
 

The paper is important because it provides information on fertilization technologies in Okra 
crops. 
 
 
The objective of work is clear and precise. 
The materials and methods and the experimental design are presented in a clear and 
extremely complete manner. 
The results are well presented and correctly analyzed, facilitate the interpretation of the 
same and read the incorporation of figures to graph the main results. 
For those variables in which a significant effect of interaction between variety and 
fertilization is observed, it should be emphasized even more and not take into account the 
individual effects. 
The conclusions are poor, for the results obtained. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The research is well planned and the results correctly analyzed and interpreted. It would 
improve the quality of the paper and would facilitate its interpretation by including figures 
where the main results are plotted. 
The conclusions should be revised and expanded 
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