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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It revealed a comparative cost 
effectiveness of different insecticidal applications to check the gram pod porer on green 
gram at Allahabad. 
 
The title should be adjusted to suit the entire research work: “Comparative insecticidal 
applications to check  gram pod borer on green gram at Allahabad” 
 
Yes, the article captured the necessary details 
 
The subsections and structures are appropriate 
 
Yes, the manuscript has the statistical explanation and hence is scientifically correct 
 
 
References are not sufficient, more references needed,3 or more relevant references should 
be added 
 
It is proper to specify the RELEVANCE and OBJECTIVES of research, second to the last 
paragraph and the last paragraphs respectively. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Yes, the English is moderately suitable for scholarly communication 
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The research is properly articulated but Anonymus, 2015 was not included among the references 
and Meena et al. (2021) conflicts in the use of year in the reference section i.e. (2022).  
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