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Reviewer B:
Recommendation: Revisions Required

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

a corriger.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

ya une copie coller. A corriger.

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
La grammaire est bonne.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

C'est claire.

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

Quelques retouches.

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

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Oui.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3



Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

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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Recommendation: Revisions Required

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

The title is not very clear and adequate to the content of the article

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Yes

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
No

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

It is explicit enough.

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

The results are clear and explicit.

The discussion is too long.

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

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

The references are appropriate to the study.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

2

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]

4

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):

The author just needs to present the discussion better

Reviewer U:
Recommendation: Revisions Required

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

Le tire est a améliorer. Le titre reste une phrase affirmative. Son objectif n'attire pas
I'attention du lecteur, il ne suscite pas son intérét

peut étre parler de I'effet de I'enrobage des semences de ................... avec les
trichoderma ................ sur la lévée et la croissance ...............

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Oui

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

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

Oui

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

quelques coquilles de francais et d'orthographe qui sont consignés dans le document
révisé et partagés précédemment.

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

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

les références bibliographiques sont biens renseignés

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]



Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

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

the article. 4

(Please insert your comments)

Un tres bon theme, juste quelques amendements pour sont amelioration.




2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.

(Please insert your comments)

Le résumé respect les norms mais une bonne partie de méthologie manqué.
Les objectis de I’études sont bien fixés et la méthologie est Claire. Les
résultates sont en accord avec les objectifs assignés, bien expliqués.

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

Moins de fautes d’orthographe dans le manuscript

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

(Please insert your comments)
La méthodologie est trés Claire mais tros d’explication.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

(Please insert your comments)
Les explications sont bien claires, et facile a comprendre

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)

Dans la conclusion, les auteurs doivent inserer I’objectif general de I’étude

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3

(Please insert your comments)

Les reférences sont bien écrites sauf que les années des publications sont entre
parentheses, ce qui n’obei pas aux normes de ESJ.
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