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Find below the review comments 

The article was full of jointed words which hinder flow reading 

The topic was apt. 

The methodology was well written except that the author need to 
specify the number of treated corms with fungiforce. The statement 
that some corms were treated with fungiforce was correct. 

The result was equally well written except that the author fails to report 
the effect of fungiforce on corms before planting.  

The result of treated corms with fungiforce before planting is crucial to 
the overall outcome of this work since fungiforce is both contact and 
systemic in actions. 

In addition, concentration suitable for control was not reported. 

Discussion section of the work was robust but the author delve into 
aspect of nutritional aspect of cocoyam was not required as that was 
not his finding and was taken care of in the introduction. 

The conclusion was well drawn. 

The references were relevantly and appropriately cited. 
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