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PART1: ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptfor 
thescientificcommunity.Whydo 
youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-4 
sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

Accordingto myperception some qualities areincreasingthe importance ofthis manuscript: 
1)Thetopic and discussed matter reallyenhancethebiologyand population dynamics of Fall 
Armyworm pestin Chhattisgarh district. 
2)Thebrief population parameters ofFAWpest accordingto its lifestagecan providean idea 
ordecisionforperformingthe pest management scheduled. 
3)The comparativeincidenceoffallarmyworm in thedifferent maizegrowingseasonsis also supportingthe 
research associates to conduct Agro Ecosystem analysisinChhattisgarh climatic condition. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Title always must concise andmeaningful. I suggest title forthis article: “Seasonal 
Patterns and AbioticInfluences onFallArmyworm Dynamics in Chhattisgarh's MaizeAgroecology” 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of 
somepointsinthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Yes the Abstract is justified the Research matter.  

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

All thesubsectionsarewellwrittenandwellorganized. Theheadings areperfectly 
justifying theinner contents. Allgraphs relatedto everyfindingordifferent aspects 
reallyjustify withits results. 

 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinktha
t 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnically 
sound?Aminimumof3-
4sentencesmayberequired forthispart. 

This manuscript is scientificallydiscuss the alltheparametersoftheFall army worm 
infestation. Byusing theRandomized blockdesignitanalyses thepopulation dynamics of FAW in 
different climatic condition.Thestatistical datas along withgraphical representation undoubtly 
increases thesignificanceofthepaper.By reviewing all the results and discussion, it can 
beadmiredthatthemanuscript is technically soundand scientifically robust. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasemen
tion theminthereviewform. 
- 

References are sufficient to discuss this matterandalsofollowthe correct sequenceof 
writingreferences. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

Yes the languageor thequalityof English is verysophisticated and intelligible.  
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Optional/Generalcomments This manuscriptis verywell-written andarranged in a scientificway.Authors maintainthe 
graphical attributesalong with the tabulation data. All thetables related to research datasare also 
veryinformaticandconcise. Onlythe Text Citations should betherewithin the textfor beingoneof 
thebest manuscript. 

 

 
 

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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