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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments Although, the manuscript describes fungi associated withpost-harvest storage losses in some Nigerian varieties of
Dioscorea species; is not a very new study. A lot of studieshave already been published as discussed by authors alsobut rotting of Dioscorea with different fungi is itself animportant study form consumer’s health point of view.Moreover, the manuscript is well written, with adequatereview of literature, well planned material and methods,results are well presented and discussed with previousliterature. Hence can be accepted for publication. Rest thefinal decision will be of editor in chief.
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