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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Abstract, 2nd line, fields resulting into yellow color-change the verb form.. 

 Abstract, 6th line “the lowest; 8th  line “a lower dose “& 12th line  “the highest” - correct the article usages. 

 Introduction, 1st line, of the efficacy-add an article. 

 Pg. no. 2, 2nd paragraph, 7th line, “by- products”-add a hyphen. 

 Pg. no. 2, 3rd paragraph, 2nd line, “plant starts -correct subject verb;  

                                       12th line, “thereby”- check your spelling;  

                            13th line, “pollutes the natural -correct the subject verb. 

 Beneath Table 3 & Table 4, “parentheses” – correct your spelling. 

 Please recheck and italicize et al., wherever not done so in the manuscript. 

 Pg. no.8, 1st line, “the mired bug-add an article; “proportional- correct your spelling. 

 Pg. no. 8, 6th line: “after the second spray also”- add an article. 

 In conclusion, 1st line: “is a major sucking pest”-add an article. 

 Pg. no. 9, 3rd line: “recording the highest”- add an article. 

 Pg. no.9, last line of Conclusion: management of Nilaparvatha lugens (Stall) in paddy- remove the preposition 
against. 

 Please maintain uniformity in font style. The conclusion part has a different font style compared to others. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 The Brown Plant hopper is sucking pest and is known as significant pests  in Asia especially in rice growing area. 

 Insect pests continue to pose threat to rice farming and they are major constraints to rice production and coexist 

with rice growth. 

 This has to addressed with due care in order to stabilize the both yield and plant health in future. 

 The manuscript is succinctly written, data is well presented with tables of contents, descriptive and elegant. 
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