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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. The topic should read Biocontrol potential of Trichoderma species on Downy 

mildew disease of maize. 
2. What you have written as abstract is not an abstract. Please rewrite a proper 

abstract.  
3. The materials and methods is very incomplete and unacceptable. You need 

to explain in detail how the experiment was done in step by step procedure. 
What you have written is a summary and very confusing. How were the 
fungicide applied on the maize plants and in what concentrations? 

4. Was the experiment carried out in the field or in a screen house? 
5. In which part of the plant was the Fungicide and disease organism applied? 
6. How was the maize plants inoculated with the downy mildew disease? 
7. How was the disease organism isolated from the disease plants and 

identified? 
8. How where the Trichoderma species isolated and identified? 
9. Line 117 should read results and discussion. 
10. Please you need to write out a concise experimental design. The experiment 

is a factorial experiment. Bring out the treatment factors, treatment 
combinations, treatment levels and number of plots. 

11. Make compulsory grammatical corrections in the entire manuscript. 
12. Arrange the manuscript according to the journal specifications. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The materials and methods have a lot of gaps. Please, follow the  recommendations 
strictly. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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