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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)

CompulsoryREVIEW comments

Theme: When there are works or studies on the topic raised, it ceases to be original, since it could belong to a
complementary line of research; in this case, it may be original due to the area in which the study is carried out.
Summary: It is necessary to mention the objective of the research; the methodology allows us to see the

process followed as the results obtained.

Keywords: The UNESCO THESAURS is a universal glossary that facilitates documentation on the subject and

allows the article to be better located when it is published. Agriculture — Cultivation — Vitamins ...

Introduction: The background is clear, the problem occurs in the area to be worked on, from this sense this

study could be considered as original, since the justification indicates that there are studies on this subject.

Materials and methods: The environment for the research is adequately described, the selected population is
ideal and their participation is justified; the controlled experimental design is appropriate and its development is

consistent; the measurements made show the subsequent results to be interpreted.

Results and Discussion: The interpretation of results is pertinent, but not the discussion where the
comparison of the results with that of other studies is not reflected, nor is the method used indicated; The
possible lines of research that may start from this study are not mentioned; The problems generated throughout

the study, if they exist, are also not mentioned. No specialized literature is presented in this section.

Conclusions: The conclusions must be consistent with the stated objective, therefore, it is necessary to

describe it. It is not recommended to repeat data or results already mentioned.

Bibliographic references: The references are incomplete and are very weak to the requirements of this type
of work where it is requested that they be at least between 40 - 50. It is suggested to complete them, since they

support the findings and the justification of the problem.

MinorREVIEW comments

Optional/Generalcomments

the article is interesting, it presents significant data to be considered. however, the degree of similarity is high
and you should take into account the recommendations given so that you can follow the publication process.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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