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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
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The topic should read inhibitory potential of Trichoderma harzianum and two
botanicals against fungi associated with postharvest rot of Ipoomoea batatas
L.

The introduction is too long. Please, make it one page only.

PDA should be written in full before abbreviation.

Please, explain in detail how subculturing was done.

Give step by step procedure on how characterization and identification of
isolated fungi was done. What you have put down is a summary.

You need to explain in detail (step by step) procedure how the Trichoderma
was isolated and characterized. How it was confirmed that the organism was
Trichoderma.

You need to explain in detail (step by step) procedure how the extract
concentrations of 25, 50, 75 and 100% were obtained.

You need to explain in detail (step by step) procedure in the manuscript how
you arrived at the spore suspensions of the Trichoderma.

You need to explain clearly and in details how the Trichoderma was used to
inhibit the growth of the fungus. What you have written down is not clear
enough and it is confusing.

There is no experimental design for the experiment. Bring out the factors of
the experiment, treatment combinations and levels, number of plots.

Please, insert each Table at the appropriate section in the results section.
Plate 3 has no photomicrograph. You need to place the picture of
Trichoderma harzianum in that section so one can know how it looks like.
You just placed the growth in the plate.

The results presented in the tables are wrongly presented. The experiment is
a factorial experiment. You need to bring out the main and interaction effects
of the antagonists and their concentrations against the isolated fungi.
Arrange the manuscript according to the journal specifications.

Make compulsory grammatical corrections in the entire manuscript.

Suggestion on title modification has been taken. Introduction has been
reduced to one page. PDA has been written in full for the first time.
Lines on subculturing has been modified. Explain in detail will make
further make the manuscript more voluminous. Detail explanation of
how the fungi were characterized were given in Watanabe, (2002). Since
the eference was cited for the method engaged, the authors feel there
may be no need to give further details for the sake of brevity. The
Trichoderma species was obtained from the culture pool of The
Pathology Unit, Department of Botany, University of Ibadan, Nigeria, all
of which have been previously identified by Pathologists. Corrections
has been done for the preparation of the different concentrations. A
reference has been cited for the detail of the method engaged in the
preparation of the different concentrations (i.e. Sobowale et al 2015). As
such, the authors feel this should suffice for reproducibility. Corrections
have been on how the Trichoderma was used to inhibit the growth of the
fungus in the text under data collection. There was experimental design
(CRD) which was stated under statistical data analysis. It is a lab experiment
and the issue of plots did not arise. The GLM option of SAS was used for the
analysis and interactions (2-way and 3-way) among treatments were given in
the Tables. The significant F values for the main treatments and interaction
among treatments, were expressly given in the ANOVA table.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Authors need to bring out a concise experimental design to enhance understanding of the
experimental layout. They also need to explain how the pairing of the Trichoderma with the
isolated fungi to enhance inhibition took place.
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