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CompulsoryREVIEW
comments

Theme: It is experimental, since there are studies on the subject, it cannot be considered as original. Unless it's the only studio in the area.
In this case, it should be mentioned in the discussion section.
Summary: This section must contain: research objective, method used, hypothesis and brief conclusions. In this case, only the methodology

used can be noted.

Keywords: Keywords allow the article to be easily located when it is published. It is suggested to work with the UNESCO THESAURS,

which is a universal glossary used for this type of work in all areas of academic knowledge. Biotechnology — Agronomy — Protein — Yield...

Introduction: The problem raised is clear, the antecedents are significant; adequate justification with a gap: the objective of the investigation

is not found.

Materials and methods: The population and its environment is conducive to research; experientially controlled coupling design is relevant;

mathematical formulas are used to facilitate the analysis of statistical data. In general terms, well done.

Results and Discussion: The results are evidenced reliably; in addition, these are compared with that of other authors; this indicates that
this study cannot be original; The justification of its originality by the author(s) is not described either. It is necessary to indicate the possible

lines of research that can start from this study, as well as the difficulties encountered throughout the process, if any.

Conclusions: The conclusion is apparently significant; the objective of the investigation is necessary to see if this goal was met or not. It can
be understood as an important contribution in this field of cultivation; which is good not only for farmers but for their production itself. This

should be mentioned in the conclusions considering the best judgment of the author(s).

Bibliographic references: References are conducive to the topic raised.

MinorREVIEW comments

THE STUDY IS INTERESTING, THE RESULTS CAN CONTRIBUTE TO THE AREA OF AGRICULTURAL WORK.

Optional/Generalcomments
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