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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 
 

There are many places, often where a ? was added where I could not make sense of 
what was being said- likely due to unusual translation to English 
 
More or less by definition, anthranose is the disease caused by a species of 
Colletotrichum.  Fusaria cause stalk rots etc and Botrytis ‘gray mold.  At places it 
reads as if Fusaria are is causing anthracnose: perhaps anthracnose-like symptoms 
could be used  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Many, many edits are required; I tried to track-changes but often could not determine 
what the authors meant.   
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

DNA level confirmation via ITS etc would help, but they may not have such equipment.  
Maybe could team up with someone show does.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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