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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 
 

-In all text, it should be interspace after number values such 
as 0.18 mg/ml, 0.5 mg/ml, 2.5. mg/ml, etc. 
-It should be written as 1.0 mg/ml and 2.0 mg/ml (in Page 2: In 
Materials and Methods: In Assay of fungicide toxicity: line 4). 
-In Page 3: in Table 1: item size should be same after dot such 
as 0.0000 (in Log.Conc. column, line 2), 0.00 (in Antifungal 
index in copper hydroxide column, line 1), and 0.00 (Probit 
column, line 1). 
-In Page 4: below Figure 2: line 4: it should be written as 
0.00%. 
-Figure 3 was drawn according to Table 1, there is 
approximately 16.00 in 0.1761 log.conc. in Figure 3, yet, there 
is no this value in Table 1. It should be 5.58 in 0.1761 
log.conc. according to Table 1. Moreover, R2 is very low in 
Figure 3.  
-Two words in Keywords are same in the heading of article. 
Fungicide and toxicity should be deleted, and “Black pod 
disease” and “Effective concentration” should be added in 
Keywords. 

All corrections effected. 
Figure 3 is appropriate and the R

2
 

value is statistically determined 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-Page 1:In Abstract (Methodology): Line 3: It can be written as 
P.megakarya instead of Phytophtora megakarya. Also, this 
abbreviation should be used in Table 1 heading, and Results and 
Discussion section (line 3). 
-Page 2: In Materials and Methods: In Assay of fungicide toxicity: 
line 9: At the end of reference number 8, it should be used “]”. 
-Page 2: In Result and Discussion: Line 8 (last line): table 1 should 
be written capital T as Table 1. Also this arrangement should be 
done for Figure heading [(in Page 3: below Table 1: line 6 (last 

All corrections effected. 
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line)), and (below Figure 1: line 2), and in Page 4: below Figure 2; 
line 8 (last line)]. 
-Figures should be referred in text such as Figure 1 presents 
…….. or is presented in Figure 1, etc.  
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 


