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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	Yes. Information regarding the cost benefit ratio of chemical management of earhead bug is necessary to improve the income and to identify the promising insecticides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternate title is provided.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	No. Details are missing regarding the population levels,panicle damage and grain damage , C:B ratio.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	Partially correct; Neither the graphs regarding the population levels, panicle/ grain damage are statistically illustrative nor is text depicting the statistical differences among the treatments.

Materials and methods are sketchy. Details regarding the treatments are missing. Observations on population levels SMW-wise is not mentioned in text but provided in abstract and conclusion.

Details about when the sprays (Days after planting) were carried out are missing.

 
	

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


	References are insufficient and old. Many references cited under “References” are missing and some references in the text are missing in citations. The references are not cited in a uniform style.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	Materials and methods have to include details on the treatments imposed; Results should indicate the statistical differences among the different treatments. Graphs and table numbers are not included in the text. Many references in the text and citations are missing.  All the comments have to be attended to. Abstract and conclusions don’t accommodate the important data on earhead bug population , damage and C: B ration of the best treatment.
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	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	N. Geetha

	Department, University & Country
	Sugar Research Institute of Fiji, Fiji


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 1.8 (02-07-2024)

