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	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.


	This manuscript can lead to know the insect pest infestation in Gerbera flowers and leaf, leads to the knowledge of relative susceptibility so one can choose better variety for cultivation and can be a tool for working on integrated pest management as well as for breeders it can make the selection of parent plants for relasing a resistant variety.
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	It can be improved 
Screening of Gerbera varieties against sucking insect-pests under polyhouse conditions.
	

	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.
	Its ok, more scientific language can be used
Delet ex situ in situ only use polyhouse conditions. 
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	Some more can be added, author mentioned less work done in this area so similar family crops can be studied for more refrences. 
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