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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The manuscript is well written apart from minor 

sentence rephrasing that is required. Materials and 

Methods are clearly written as weel as the other parts of 

the manuscript. A stronger clearer conclusion would 

however be necessary. It is not clear if there were any 

resistant genotypes irrespective of weather conditions or 

the non-susceptibility was solely due to lack of 

favourable conditions for disease development. 

 

I assumed the accessions were treated as genotypes? 
It would be good to show which genotypes were 
resistant and which were susceptible, and which were 

resistant irrespective of weather conditions and their 
source (eg Ethiopia, Mali, Kenya) even as 
supplementary material. 
 

 

 

Thanks for reviewing the manuscript. 

 

Table 3 addresses the reaction of the 68 

accessions to anthracnose infection. 

 

Resistant sources from the different countries 

noted in the conclusion. 
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