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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

Line 28 to 46// Where did you inspire for the Methods? From literature? Please indicate an
author.

How did you collect the data? No statistical analysis? It must be described in Material and
Method

Look like interesting result, but the statistical analysis is no described. It’s interesting to
show the different by using posterior test!

Poorest discussion! It must be documented

Line 28 to 46// Where did you inspire for the Methods? From literature?
Please indicate an author.

The use of culture medium to produce huge amounts of spores are known in
the science community and the variation in the quantities of the ingredient as
well. We opted to use tomato as a substrate because the pathogen are
related to this host. We did not follow or get inspired by any author. That is the
reason why we write the method and procedure in details.

How did you collect the data? No statistical analysis? It must be described in
Material and Method

It was done as suggested by the reviewer. The modification is
highlighted in yellow.

Look like interesting result, but the statistical analysis is no described. It's
interesting to show the different by using posterior test!

It was done as suggested by the reviewer. The modification is
highlighted in yellow

Poorest discussion! It must be documented
It was done as suggested by the reviewer and the discussion was
improved.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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