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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 1.   Overall, authors must comply with the Journal guidelines in writing the manuscript; 
2. Update the bibliographic citations, which is important to enhance the study. This applies to 

introduction and discussion; 
3.   Introduction should be better described; 
4. Improve the methodology. The text referring to the methodology must be well described to inform 

the reader of the procedures used; 
5.   In the methodology, in Experiment Design, I suggest that you use dilutions instead of 

50ml of Liquid Trichoderma/1L of water; 
6.   Overall, the methodology should be well reviewed; 
7.   The results must be further explored. Improve the texts referring to the results; 
8. In the discussion, the text should be better prepared to value the work. Authors should further discuss the 

results that were obtained before comparing them with published studies; 
9.   Improve resolution and presentation of graphics; 
10. Figures should show DesPad and other statistical information. Important for the reader and to give 

scientific robustness to the study; 
11. Statistical part in the figures must be clear 
12. Legends of figures and tables should be more explanatory. Improve texts; 
13. Check formatting of references according to the Journal guidelines 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments The subject studied is very interesting and very relevant. However, the authors do not explore or deepen 
the description of the results and the discussion. 
The manuscript needs robust scientific and technical writing. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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