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Optional/General comments 
 

Introduction section 

What is the importance of these three plants: economic, nutritional, production (yield)?  

Result 

Specify the reading direction of the data in the table. 

Figure 1: It would be very interesting to insert the significance level for comparisons of means for 
percentages of infection. 

Discussion section  

1. Discuss the variability of fungi for the three species : Raphanus sativus (L.), Vigna unguiculata 
L. (Walp.) and Phaseolus vulgaris L. 

2. The discussion should take into account the variability of the data in Figure 1 ; 

3. There are no comments for Raphanus sativus (L.) and Vigna unguiculata L. (Walp.). 

Question: The results showed that six (06) fungal species were detected. Do you think that this 
detection method makes it possible to confirm that these species are responsible for the reduction in 
yield per hectare?  

Reference section,  
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