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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The present study is of significant importance for the scientific community and integrated 
management of pests and diseases regarding the eggplant crop. 

Thanks  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Monitoring of major insect pests, natural enemies and diseases of brinjal in tribal belt of 
Surat district - India 

Title of the article is revised as “Survey of major insect pests, 
natural enemies and diseases of brinjal in tribal belt of Surat district, 
Gujarat, India” 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Reduce the information provided in the summary, complementing the specific information 
that aroused the reader's curiosity when reading the summary. Also make it clear that 
leafhoppers are insect vectors and, therefore, their incidence is correlated with the 
emergence of diseases such as phytoviruses. 

The information of insect vector is included in the manuscript. 
“The little leaf disease of brinjal showed highly significant 
positive correlation with its vector i.e. leafhopper population.” 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, the work makes a positive contribution. However, the authors must correct the spelling of 
scientific names, as well as clearly report the methods of identification of insect and fungi 
species and climate data (weather station or free virtual database). 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

The references presented are current and consistent with the data presented in the paper. 
Authors must provide references to climate data. 

Add two references of climate data and correlation in the manuscript. 
Many other references are already there in the manuscript. 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Yes. Yes 

Optional/General comments 
 

-Insert the name of the genus Lepdoptera without abbreviations in its first citations in the text, 
only after being able to abbreviate. 
-characteristics of phytoviruses and phytoplasmatic diseases are similar, include information. 
cite diagnostic methods 
-Name species from Order, Family and Genus (at least) use common name only after scientific 
name 
- Is it important to describe the methods of identifying Fusarium infections? (isolation or 
phylogenetic identification) 
- In the conclusion, you should summarize the information already contained in the results, 
replacing it with a simple and clear conclusion regarding the main objective of the work. 

- The order name Lepidoptera is described in the manuscript. 
- Characteristics symptoms of phytoplasmal  little leaf disease are 

cited in the introduction of the manuscript. 
- The scientific name of insect species with order and family are 

included in the manuscript. In major references/research papers 
scientific name are described after common name of pests. 

- An insect species and diseases of brinjal were indentified in the 
laboratory at Navsari Agricultural University during initial years of 
study. 

- In the conclusion, The information is replaced with simple and 
clear view of results. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


