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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

It is important to highlight that the authors intend to show how modern agriculture
increases productivity by optimizing resources, in addition to seeking for a way to achieve
food security for each of the inhabitants in their country.

It can be seen the comparison with other studies, which generates more robust scientific
results since they correlate the variables of the study with similar researching.

From the first presentation of the discussion, the study concludes with clear results that
the treatment PNH + drip fertigation (1.0 Epan) + 125%N is the one that favors the best
productivity of broccoli.

Minor REVISION comments

The abstract of the article clearly presents the objectives, methodology, results of the
research and the conclusions. It is recommended that the first time an acronym is used in
the text; its meaning should be stated. In this way, it will allow the reader to understand
the results in a clearer way.

Regarding the introduction, the authors present a clear analysis. However, it is
recommended to include two or three more sources that support the theoretical basis of it.

As for the basis of the article, it is noteworthy what is related to the production of this plant
in a country where this type of agriculture is not very frequent due to the climatic
conditions that are required. That is why, confined or modern agriculture contributes to a
country’s food security.

Taking into account the data presented, the results are clear. Thus, they were compared
with other related research to make the study more scientifically strong.

The study presents its conclusions according to the objective initially set. In this way, it
concludes with results that were proven throughout the article.

Optional/General comments

The article fills all the publication standards. Indeed, | congratulate the authors on their
work towards the discussion and recovery of the water bodies in their country.
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