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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 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1.Lines 42-44: Use of plant extracts is part of biological control (reformulate by including them in biological control). 
 
2.Lines 242-245: Please, quote one or more authors (is not from you). 
 
3.Lines 265-315: Reformulate all references for harmonization (choose the same model ) 

- Pagination: for example 12(5), 490-494 or 1(46): 865-871 
- Journal names: in italics or not, abbreviate or write in full (choose) 

 
4. Include perspectives: this study being in vitro, envisioning in vivo studies (on yam samples) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1.The results of the work are well done. Discussion is short enough. 
 
2.References are more than 10 years old: for study of 2017. Problem is topical, so give recent numbers and dates 

- Introduction: lines 28-29, lines 31-33. 
- Discussion: lines 246 and 252. 

 
Reflection: synthetic fungicides are not safe for agricultural products and therefore for Human health. So I wonder 
if nowadays it is good to advise their use? 

 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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