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There are some changes or suggestions to add information in order to improve the 
manuscript.  
In abstract.- line 6-7 the parenthesis in abbreviation of sub treatments should not be there 
as a suggestion. 
In 2.1 Experimental protocol.- line 6 same suggestion. 
In  2.2.1. Rubber production.- the formula has abbreviation of the parameters needed to 
make the calculation, as a suggestions it is necessary to give the information about each 
parameter. 
In figure 1.- the column for each treatment should only have the letters according to the 
compared means change it and do not included the values, and add the information 
according to the statistical method applied. 
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