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As far as | am concerned, the article is original to be presented in the Honorable
European Scientific Journal, ESJ

The document was written in form concise and the contributions are excellent to enlarge
the knowledge in this sense. However, is important consider some observations realized.

CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS FOR THE EDITOR:

The manuscript is comprehensible, brief, clear, concise, original, and relevant to the field
of this journal. The information of the data reported here are interesting and important;
the authors revealed that Land use change for agriculture under poor farm management
and inefficient water use, produces infertile soils. For green vegetable farming, there are
some techiques for the achievement of high crop yields with the lowest economic and
environmental costs. The study objectives were to estimate and compare lettuce yields
(Lactuca sativa L.) in aquaponic (SA) and hydrponic (SH) production systems.
Methodology encompassed two stages: the establishing of a Nutrition Film Technique



(NFT) productive system and the monitoring of the crop growing in both systems. Data
base integration and statistical analyses were performed using Windows Excel version 10.
Average lettuce weight using t-test (significance level of 0.05) were 0.056 kg (+ 0.005 kg)
in SA, y 0.097 kg (+ 0.007 kg) in SH. SH reached higher yields (1.847 kg/m2) than SA
(1.080 kg/m2); likely due to the fact that SH had all needed nutrients since the beginning
of the crop, by applying fertilizer. High temperature influenced fishes behavior in SA,
observing lower food consumption and organic waste supply to the water, releasing low
nutrient load that affected crop production and yield. More studies are recommended in
order to deepen the outcomes, such as those including water flow and the comparison
with conventional lettuce crop systems.
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