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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

| like this manuscript as it is essential to switch with biopesticides rather than chemicals, which
reduces the fertility of soil and increase pollution and other harmful effects. By publishing this
manuscript, public will be able to choose the right remedy for jassid attack in their farm.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Simple and briefly presented title which is suitable for the manuscript

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

No need of any further addition or deletion

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes, appropriate

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

| am satisfied with the overall presentation but still have a confusion in the result the author has
recorded because, the author used NSKE + Cow urine and have a better result than that of all
the arks and astras used in the study. As per the information I received, all the arks and astras
mentioned in this study is having same and/or more effective ingredients than a simple NSKE +
Cow urine mixture. Then how can the author get better result in a simple mixture than a
complex effective mixture? Anyways the manuscript must show only the exact result the author
received and it’s absolutely fine in proceeding with the result author recorded.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

References not sufficient. As per my study, lot more researches are already done based on the
same background and the author can go through Google Scholar for further reference addition.
| suggest to have at least 10-15 references. And please add numbering if possible

Minc;r REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Very simply explained

Optional/General comments

It will be better if the author could add the composition of the biopesticides used as a table for better
comparison.
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Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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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