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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 
 

Data Analysis-  

Tables best presented in a line graph. There is no mean separation or standard deviation 
indicates at each data for comparison purposes and to see the significant result. Effects on 
height and yield should be presented in a regression analysis to see the relationship 
between yield, height and anthracnose incidence or at least a statistical factorial analysis. 
There is no mean separation or standard deviation indicates at each data for comparison 
purposes and to see the significant result. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Need clearer picture for culture and spore .it seems like theres more debris than spores. 
Cannot see the cylindrical uniformity. 
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I have left my corrections as well on the grammatical/English error/typos in review mode. 
Please check the attached reviewed document. 
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