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 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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for the 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) 
 

 
 

1. Yes. This work has merit to help the scientific community and to be a full-length 
article. 

 
 

2. Yes, almost. However, I suggested a little modification. 
 
 

3. Yes 
 
 

4. Almost okay. 
 
 
 

5. Yes. Can be published only after the suggested modifications. 
 
 
 
7. References are not sufficient to be a full-length article and are also not recent. I added 

these relevant and recent articles 
Mollah, M. M. I., Rahman, M. M., Alam, M. Z. 2012. Toxic Effect of Some Insecticides on Predatory 

Lady Bird Beetles (Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) in Country Bean (Lablab purpureus L.) Field. 
World Journal of Zoology. 7 (4): 347-350.  

            DOI: 10.5829/idosi.wjz.2012.7.4.7117. 
Mollah, M. M. I., Khatun, S. 2023. Evaluation of insecticides against bean pod borer and its larval 

parasitoid, Tachinid fly, Archives of Phytopathology and Plant Protection, 56 (7), 547-559. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/03235408.2023.2213397 

Mollah, M. M. I., Hassan, N., Khatun, S., Rahman, M. M. 2023. Bacillus thuringiensis increases the 
efficacy of bio-pesticides against eggplant shoot and fruit borer, Leucinodes orbonalis 
Guenee. Journal of Natural Pesticide Research 6 (2023), 100055. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.napere.2023.100055 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 
1. There were many language/English quality issues. However, I tried to make and suggest 

corrections. After going through the suggestions, it will be suitable for scholarly 
communication (I hope). 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The introduction was very short with little relevant information. However, I tried to increase the 
length of the introduction by adding some recent information.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Md. Mahi Imam Mollah 

Department, University & Country Patuakhali Science and Technology University, Bangladesh 

 
 
 


