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Very concise and consistent work in the answers obtained in the different categories, which 
is why it constitutes a concrete alternative to improve okra productivity. In reciprocity, the 
observations are also punctual. In the tables it is more appropriate to put the probability 
rather than the letter S, for greater clarity of the intensity of the response, likewise, separate 
treatment means in a conventional manner (lower case letters and indicate the multiple 
range test used) and also include the overall mean. 
It would be important to include foliar nutritional content - foliar pigments to substantiate the 
answers obtained, which would give more body to the research. 
Update citations (1983, 1991, 1995) that may well have a bibliography in more current 
editions. 
Since the article in question is part of the thesis submission requirements, it would be 
important to reliably comply with the journal's standards rather than presenting the 
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