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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Introduction: 

There are no citations, and they must be added 
The reasons for biofertilizers and the foliar application of zinc need to be 
better explained. 
The hypothesis and the objective of the work are missing. 
 

Methodology: 
Missing which variables were measured and how they are measured. 
Missing statistical analysis used. 
 

Results 
From Table 1 it cannot be inferred which treatment differs from which. So 
that information must be added and then rewrite the results 
Figures 2 to 6 repeat information from the table. So you must choose how to 
display the graphs, whether as a table or as graphs. But choose only one 
way. In any case, any figure presented must be referenced in the text. 
There is no discussion. Only citations are listed. Discussion musy be 
improved. 
 

Conclusion. 
            Based on what has been said about how the results are shown in table 1. It is 
not possible to make that conclusion. 
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