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Compulsory 
REVISION comments 
 

It is a very interesting article, but I have a lot of comments about 
it. 
The name of the fungus seems to be Diplodia theobromae 
(Farr, D.F., & Rossman, A.Y. Fungal Databases, U.S. National Fungus 
Collections, ARS, USDA. Retrieved February 12, 2017, from 
https://nt.ars-grin.gov/fungaldatabases/). 
It seems not to be cited before on Yucca, so pathogenicity tests are 
necessary. It is not possible to say “It is the first report of the 
occurrence of the pathogen on yucca” Line 147-148 without 
pathogenicity tests. 
Lines 143 to 158 must be incorporated to the Introduction. 
Line 39 replace “elephantepes” by “elephantipes” 
Line 40 replace “infected by a desease” by “affected by a disease”. 
Line 79 replace “7” by “8”. 
Paper 7 Ikotum T, 1975 is not cited. 
There are mistakes in the mumbers of bibliographic citatiosn from 8 
on. 
How was the fungus identified?  Characteristics and  
bibliography. Molecular identification? 

Diplodia is the anamorphic stage of this group. 
it could septate or aseptate. The specimen we 
identified was septate 
 
The authors checked through the host record 
in the database provided but we did not find a 
connection between yucca and the pathogen 
 
Line 143- 158 are part of my result not sourced 
information  
All other corrections has been made. 

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
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