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I thank the editor for the possibility of reviewing this paper and the authors for the interesting investigation. The
objective of the study is very meritorious, looking for the best methodology in the production of cocoa when
there is a shortage of water or difficulty in accessing it. It thus includes problems of sustainability and support
for production in extreme conditions. The methodology is made in a clear way and allows to understand how
the sample was collected, allowing the replication of the study. The statistic used seems adequate to me. the
authors applied a post hoc test to measure specific differences between pairs of means, as well as Pearson's
correlation coefficient, assuming the normality or symmetry of the distributions. The objective of the study is
very meritorious, looking for the best methodology in the production of cocoa when there is a shortage of water
or difficulty in accessing it. It thus includes problems of sustainability and support for production in extreme
conditions. The methodology is made in a clear way and allows to understand how the sample was collected,
allowing the replication of the study. The statistic used seems adequate to me. the authors applied a post hoc
test to measure specific differences between pairs of means, as well as Pearson's correlation coefficient,
assuming the normality or symmetry of the distributions. Regarding the Introduction and Discussion sections, |
leave it to other reviewers who are in the area of agronomy performances in order to comment on the
bibliographic adequacy to the research purposes.
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