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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

No.

Minor REVISION comments

The manuscript focuses on the efficacy of some essential oil such as copaiba and
eucalyptus by establishing curve fitting modes. While, there is a problem that the R2 value
in Figure 1B was only 0.62 for Colletotrichum musae, which might be less confident in
statistics when compared to the other regression analysis. Please collect the correct
experimental data or use more appropriate analytical model methods to achieve a better R2
value. Additionally, eucalyptus oil against A. alternate at concentration of 1.31% based on
regression result should be conducted with an actual 1.31% concentration oil experiment to
make a further confirmation. In detail, the sentence at Line 219 should be given the exact
biologically active compounds or determine the main antimicrobial components in the
essential oils of copaiba and eucalyptus. Another issue is that Line 176 the terminology of
A. alternate should be lItalic, please modify it.

- We tested more complex models and these did not significantly raise the R2
value, so based on the AIC value we opted for the simpler model. Even with
the R2 value this model was the one that best fit our data.

- We suggest using the additional dose as an information for other
researchers wishing to perform a similar experiment, since this value is an
estimate given by the regression analysis that total inhibition could occur.
Unfortunately, we will not have enough time to set up an experiment regarding
the additional dose.

- Information on biological components was added

- In line 176 the terminology A. alternata was modified to italic.

Optional/General comments

This article refers about the essential oils had the fungitoxic effect for two common
phytopathogens (Alternaria alternata and Colletotrichum musae) in agriculture. The
antifungal capability of chosen oils with different concentrations was also studied in vitro,
which had a great significance on biological control in plant. However, there might be lack
of some reasons and related researches or literatures to explain how the potential
interaction mode between the two oils and pathogenic fungi. So please add some
information about the inhibition mechanism of oils in RESULTS AND DISCUSSION to
make this Part clearer and more convincing.

- Information about the mechanism of action has been added.

Thank you so much for the valuable contributions.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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