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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 
 
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) 
 

The idea of the manuscript is OK. Eggplants are important crop for the Indian population as well as 
for other populations around the globe.  
 
Title: is very long and not as informative as it should be and the insecticide is not “new”!  
I suggest the change of the title to read something like the following: "Evaluating the Effectiveness 
of Soil-Applied Cyantraniliprole Insecticide Against Bemisia tabaci Infestation on Solanum 
melongena L. Leaves"  
 
Abstract: The abstract needs to be reformed to focus on the results clearly.  
 
Keywords: missing 
References: need to be numerated in the text. The authors used different styles through the 
manuscript 
 
Conclusions are missing. 
The structure of the manuscript is appropriate 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
The English language needs professional proof-reading throughout the manuscript. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 Brinjal is known as Bazingan in Egypt (i.e. with N at the end). I suggest that the authors 

correct this in line 23 in the manuscript. 

 Providing the scientific name of the insecticide cyazypyr 20% SC (i.e. Cyantraniliprole) will 

be more informative. I suggest that the authors add very brief information about its mode of 

action also. 

 I suggest that the authors write the name of the Kalyani University clear when first 

mentioned and then refer to the university farm in the subsequent text. 

 In line 62 the authors mentioned a “previous experiment” which is not provided in the 

manuscript. I suggest that they either elaborate somewhere or delete this mention.  

 Spacing between words needs revision in lines: 27, 39, 86 in the attached copy 

 In the results section: I suggest that the authors report all results in the table instead of 

repetition in text and in Table 1. 

 In Table 1: I suggest that the name of the insecticide to be written once in the first cell next 

to the word Treatment instead of repeating it in all raws in the first column.  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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