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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 
 

 
 
There should be a concluding statement in the abstract. 
 
Add 3 more words to the keywords LIKE Anthracnosis, antagonic and remove 
biological treatment. 
 
Italize the scientific names. 
 
In experiment 2 “which were races 2 and 9. 
First, the bananas were inoculated with C. musae at a concentration of 107, 24 hours after 
the spraying of the races of Trichoderma spp. At concentration 106. In addition, two control 
treatments were done, one positive where the bananas were sprayed in suspension of the 
fungicide (Q) from the dithiocarbamate ®Mancozeb chemical family at 0.09 g. / 100 mL-1 of 
distilled water (Fungicide not indicated for control of anthracnose in banana in the post-
harvest) and a negative control without the use of any type of treatment, sprayed only with 
distilled water (T) the same one used for the others treatments”. These concentration 
should have units or don’t they? Do well correct the grammatical error in the highlighted 
and quoted area. 
 
All the places highlighted in red are to be verified and revised be them numbers or words. 
Yellow has been corrected. 
 
The references are not in accordance with SDI authors’ guideline. Revise. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Attend to the raised issues and fix the grammatical errors. 
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