Review Form 1.8

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_120157

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparative Study of Antagonistic Effect of In-Vitro Cultured and Soil-Derived Strains of Trichoderma harzianum against Sclerotinia sclerotium (Lib). de Bary

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guideline for Peer Review process: 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(https://www.journalijecc.com/index.php/IJECC/editorial-policy )
	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	Yes. Although the obtained result is an obvious fact, it is generally an interesting topic that should have been investigated from different aspects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. It is better to correct the title. Because it has ambiguities.
Comparative Study of Antagonistic Effects of Soil-Derived and artificial cultured of Trichoderma harzianum Strains Against Sclerotinia sclerotium (Lib). de Bary Under In Vitro Conditions

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	No. 
No statistical comparisons have been made.

It has ambiguities.

Passive sentences should be written.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	No
No statistical comparisons have been made.

Is there any accession number for each strain?

Are there any references for identification of the strains based on the previous studies? Please add more information.

It is necessary that the biocontrol effects of the strains were also tested on chickpea plants infected with pathogenic fungi. The dual culture test is not sufficient. 
The desired corrections are shown in the refereed file.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.


	Yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There were some grammatical errors that should be edited.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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