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Compulsory 
REVISION 
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Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

1. The title seems very long and needs to be modified. 
2. In materials and methods, the isolation and culturing of causal 

organism  protocol is not supported by any reference. There are 
various references in the literature for this method. 

3. Page No. 2, line no. 67 and 68 “The small pieces were surfaced 
sterilized by 
dipping in a 0.5% solution of sodium hypochlorite for 2 min and rinsed 
in five changes of sterile distilled water”. Why rinsed 5 times any 
rationale behind 5 times?   

4. Further in materials and methods, the Reaction of yucca plants to 
Inoculation with Filtrate from Infected Leaves protocol is also not 
supported by any reference. 

5. Acknowledgement is missing, the authors are supposed to 
acknowledge the funding agency and research fellowships if any to 
carry out this work. 

6. All references are not formatted as per the journals instructions. All the 
references should follow the uniform pattern. 

Agreed . All corrections have been made 
 
 
 
A reference has been included  
 
 
The repeated rinsing is necessary to 
remove all traces of the sterilizing agent. 
Organisms may not grow if a high 
concentration of the chemical is left on the 
sample 
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