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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 
 

  
The paper is important because it provides information about the use of more innocuous 
technologies for the environment and human health, in the control of Anthracnose. 
The objective of work is clear and precise. 
The materials and methods are presented in a clear and complete way, with a correct 
experimental design 
The results are presented clearly and simply in the text and in the tables, as well as 
correctly analyzed. 
The conclusions, although correct and highlight the results obtained, could be extended by 
proposing new lines of work to corroborate and adjust these results at crop level. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The research is well planned, provides important results to generate technologies for 
practical use, they are properly analyzed. 
After so accurate reading of the results obtained, the conclusions, although correct, seem 
poor, so the wording could be improved. 
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