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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 
 

 
Between line 39 and 40 for Introduction, please insert one sentence of transition for 
example { Legume crop production is constrained by pests and diseases which severely 
impact the quantity and quality available in the value chain in the world and Cucumis melo 
L is  no exception}. 
 
Line 65 to 74 
Good method but where did-you inspire? From literature? Please indicate an author. 
 
Line 75 to 89 
Good method but where did-you inspire? From literature? Please indicate an author. 
where did-you find this formular? 
 

 
 
Why did-you use this concentration?  
10 μL of conidia suspension containing 1 x 102 conidia ml-1 
 
where did-you find this formular? 

 
 
Statistical analysis is part of Material and method, It’s must be describe 
 
Look like interesting results, but Statistical analysis must be describe and the discussion 
must be improved. 
 
The document  must be  improved. 
 

The parts marked/highlighted in yellow colour were the effected corrections. 
Thanks 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The treatments and the control were replicated three times. 
 
Why did-you only have three replication? Are there some constraints ? It’s could be 
interesting to have five replication for reducing experimental error 
 

 

 


