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Reviewer F: 

Recommendation: Resubmit for Review 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

it is necessary to reformulate the title,  

example: Evaluation of the efficacy of a bio-fungicide based on Lecanicillium lecanii 

(Zimmerm) on cercosporioses of peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) in real environment. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

No .. 

I propose this plan: to give the objective of the study, to describe briefly the 

experimental device, material (biological, plant), the results reached. Finally, give the 

scope of the study 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

There are a few errors that can be quickly corrected by the author by proofreading the 

article 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

The plant and fungal material should be briefly described without too much 

elaboration or make a descriptive table summarizing the characteristics of the material 

used. 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

See my corrections in the article 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

The conclusion should follow the following outline: objective of the study, relevant 

results and their uses, and perspectives if necessary. to be reviewed by the author and 

taking into account my remarks in the article. 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

after having taken into account my suggestions, verified that the authors quoted in the 

manuscript appear in the reference list 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 



3 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

2 

  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

2 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 



  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Return for major revision and resubmission 

  

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

The author must take into account the corrections and submit for a new evaluation 
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Reviewer I: 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

the title is clear 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

yes 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

Good french 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

Innovative method 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

Body and comment are ok 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

ok 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

Search recent references if possible and more 



Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 



[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 

  

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

The references must be updated if possible 

------------------------------------------------------ 
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Reviewer K: 

Recommendation: Accept Submission 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

Oui le titre est pertinent et conforme au contenu 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

Oui le resumé comporte les éléments indispensables 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

oui il en existe mais très peu 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

oui la partie matériel et méthodes a été bien décrite 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

Oui cette partie a été bien redigée mais il existe de corrections mineurs à faire 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

oui la conclusion a été dans son ensemble bien rédigée 



The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

Les références citées dans le manuscrit ont été repertoriées dans les références 

bibliographiqes. Cependant, il manque quelques petits details pour certaines 

références qu'il faut corriger. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 



4 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 

  

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

------------------------------------------------------ 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 

article. 
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The title is clear and  reflect the content of article.  

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
4 

The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results from literature  

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes 

in this article. 
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The text is clear, easy to understand and contains very few grammatical errors 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

The study methods are clear 

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5 
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