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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

Abstract part is more general and poor hence; it needs improvement by briefly highlinting the observations from the results with
significant data.

In first paragraph of Introduction part mention the Reference after Severe damage occurs during hot and dry periods (.......... )
Some spelling mistakes are found in the manuscript and the authors should make necessary corrections.

Methodology is not clear and briefly explains the agronomic package of practices followed in raising the crops. Mere mentioning
some reference for methodology is not sufficient.

Authors have not clearly mentioned how exactly they have made the aphids observations? They are telling score in one place and
in another place they are telling number of aphids....... It has to be clearly written.

Minor REVISION comments

Introduction part is too lengthy and it may be reduced by deleting the text from Intercropping is a traditionally practiced agronomic
technique Of CUIIVALING WO OF MOE ClOPS. ... ittt et ettt st et e et et e et e e et et et e et e e e senre ea e teaee ees teaeae setne tae nen e e easnenteeeens
(Rusinamhodzi, 2006). And also delete all the reference of this text from the REFERENCES List

Optional/General comments

Instead of writing “Lady bird larval beetle population” it can be written as the grubs of lady bird beetle and also mention the
scientific name of this beetle. Nowhere in the manuscript the scientific name is mentioned, so readers must know what exactly this
Coccinellid spp?

The study conducted long back (2010-2014) and is there any relevant of such study now, if yes such experiments may be
reconducted for further confirmation.

For this study Benefit Cost ratio ( B:C Ratio) may be calculated..
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