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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 
 

Introduction  
 Needs to be rewritten clearly stating the problem, its relevance and the objectives of the study 

Materials & methods 
 Authors need to give details of the insecticides ie ai, sources, rates, methods of application etc in this 

section since that is the basis of the paper 
 ETL- source, why start observations after its attainment, Does data on % infestation include the ETL 

values, were same plants sampled in plots? 
 Sampling methods suspect. Authors should preferably have used established techniques available for 

the insect.  
 

 Authors need to state data analysis procedures. For cost benefit analysis authors should use standard 
existing techniques to make conclusions credible 

Results & discussion 
This section simply repeats the figures in the table.  
Authors do not attempt to explain the scientific basis for their results and make very scant references. 
Did these references test exactly the same insecticides at same rates etc. If so why was this work 
done, just to confirm? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Shown directly on the manuscript 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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