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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 
 

 The title is appropriate for the work carried out 

 The introduction was relevant to the topic 
M&M: 

 The dosage of insecticide used in the experiment need to be mentioned 
R&D: 

 The results and discussion need to elaborate and add more of literatures related to the work 

 There were volume of works carried out on the particular topic with the same insect pests and microbial control 
strategies. Hence, the discussion may be elaborated with the already published works and justify with the present 
works results. 

 The figure is of poor quality and need to be revised or deleted as already the table has the relevant data 

 In table 1, the cumulative mean should be worked out for first spray and second spray separately and then pooled 

 Per cent reduction over control treatment may be worked out for providing better understanding about the efficacy 
of different components 

 In Table 2, the term cost of yield is not relevant, change that into market price as Rs.750/q 

 In the Table 2, it was mentioned that neem oil treatment cost was Rs.4425 which is second highest among the 
components used. Justify 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

General but important comments: 

 The language is poor and need to revise completely 

 The zoological names should be noted with italic letters, the punctuation used in the text need to be checked, 
table format, texts has to be checked for better alignment  

 The manuscript is written casually and need for major revision 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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