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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. The article is important for the scientific community. 

  
 

2. The title is appropriate. 
 

 
3. The summary is comprehensive and fulfills the purpose. 

 
 

4. The subsections and titles of the article I consider should be restated to show the 
scientific advances in knowledge and the current state of the art, in such a way that 
it is presented with continuity in the development of the review article. 
 
 

5.  The reviews in number and quality are insufficient, a greater review of quality 
scientific articles on advances in hydroponics is possible. 
 

6. References are insufficient. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. The article presents an adequate language for its communication to the scientific 

community, making the proposed improvements such as the scientific names of the 
crops and others, as well as making a better writing of the introductions of the 
consulted articles. 
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 It is expected that a review article of this nature contains a minimum of 50 scientific    
articles consulted and 80% produced in the last 5 years. 
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