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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
You should addition the biology of chickpea pod borer in the introduction

The result should have more discussion

Such as why the lowest larval population of Helicoverpa armigera on Chickpea was recorded in Spinosad
45SC followed by Flubendiamide 480 SC, Emamectin Benzoate 5SG, Chlorantraniliprole 18.5 SC and
Profenophos 50EC.?

Minor REVISION comments
Discuss why The highest yield was recorded in Spinosad 45SC (24.3 g/ha) followed by Flubendiamide 480SC (23.1
g/ha), Emamectin benzoate 5SG (21.5 g/ha)?

Optional/General comments
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
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