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Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper is important to improve the productivity of sweet corn cultivation

The paper has no hypothesis or work objectives.

In the experiment the variables to study are three planting densities and three doses of
fertilizer NPK, in these three the dose of K is the same for which there is only one level of
this fertilizer and only NP varies. The soil analysis data indicate low values of Zn and Fe,
these nutrients were not applied, so it is not known if they can mask or limit the response to
the other nutrients applied.

Statistical methods are not presented to evaluate the results, nor are the analyzes shown.
The interpretation of the results and the conclusions has no scientific basis, since there is
no statistical analysis of the data that supports the statements made.

It is also not known whether there are interaction effects between planting densities and the
application of fertilizers.

In the comparison of different density, a treatment has a different distance between rows,
so the geometry of the plantation changes, to be able to compare it with the others it should
have treatments where the geometry varies and not the density, in order to evaluate this
variable.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The paper has several shortcomings from the experimental design, analysis of results,
which is why you should rework the work to the information obtained.

The causes of the results obtained are not known, the higher yield is due to a variation in
density, plant geometry and / or application of NPK, the dose of two NP nutrients was
varied, it is not known which one is attributed the greatest response percentage or if it is an
interaction of both?
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