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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The topic addressed by the author is of a certain scientific quality that informs on the effect of 
Trichoderma harzianum on the growth and development of crops. It can be noted for all the 
traits measured, the evaluated treatment involving T. harzianum in stress conditions records 
the best agromorphological performances. Very well structured and with clear writing style, this 
work contributes to scientific knowledge and could be a guide in the improvement of tomato 
yield in drought conditions. However, there are writing errors and some corrections that I 
suggest. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is well comprehensive  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

In addition to the well-written introduction following a standard rule of scientific writing, the 
methodology used by the author is very well delivered. Through the detail provided at the 
method part, it is possible to resume the experimentation under various conditions. Illustrations 
provided also facilitate the understanding of the methodology. In the results section, each of 
the essential points developed in the method finds an answer and confirms the usefulness of 
this study for the scientific community. The real precision of the experimental conditions and 
the use of appropriate statistical tools confirms us in this position. Furthermore, I will ask for 
personal rigor from the author in the proofreading of his production to reduce error and 
increase the scientific quality of his document. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
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References are sufficient and more of them are recent  
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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