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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
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This article employs several models to analyze the Jassid population in order to prevent cotton
yield losses. Additionally, it identifies and concludes which model provides the best fit.
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appropriate?
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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
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It is straightforward to identify the number of Jassid using many techniques. The authors
analyzed various methods and applied the most favorable model, the Gompertz proportional
hazards model. This approach is highly beneficial for raising societal awareness about
miscarriage.
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