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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) 
 

 
 
1. The manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community as research on biological 
control agents is crucial for the sustainable management of pests in agriculture. By exploring the 
diversity of hymenopteran parasitoids across different crop ecosystems, this study provides 
valuable insights into the potential for natural pest control strategies.  
 
2. Title looks suitable.  
 
3.  Please arrange keywords in alphabetical order.  
 
4. Introduction: Please carefully review all the words. Consider replacing "Bhendi" with "Okra." It's 
optimal to position figures beneath the corresponding description text (See author guidelines). 
Ensure the introduction section contains ample references, especially for factual information and 
numerical data.  
Methodology: Include detail measurement of tubes, vials, condition of lab (Temperature, moisture). 
Provide comprehensive and detailed methodology.  
Result and discussion:  Incorporate tables alongside their corresponding descriptions. This 
enhances readability and comprehension for readers. It's advisable to thoroughly review the author 
guidelines for specific instructions. Additionally, avoid redundancy by ensuring that information isn't 
duplicated within both the table and its accompanying description. 
5. Manuscript includes required components required in the scientific paper and therefore it is 
suitable.  
 
7. it is recommended to include the DOI (Digital Object Identifier) number. Include recent 

references, published within the last 10 years.  
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
There are frequent typos and spelling mistakes. Please go through manuscript and finalize it by 
addressing typos and spelling mistakes.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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