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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)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript summarizes the population dynamics of the lesser mulberry pyralid, Glyphodes pyloalis and its predators/parasitoids in Jorhat district, Assam, India. The study is a good contribution to the control of G. pyloalis which severely damage mulberry, therefore impacting on silk production by silkworms. The understanding of the population dynamics of G. pyloalis and interactions with biotic and abiotic factors is a well thought approach as it contributed to developing biological and ecological control on the pest.
Although the study was conducted in a relatively small area, its results may be useful for a much broader area, since the pest was reported as a serious mulberry pest in several other countries including China, Korea, Japan, Malaysia, Pakistan, Uzbekistan and Burma

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is appropriate
	

	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.


	I found the abstract section comprehensive
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure of the manuscript including the subsections are appropriate. The authors chose to combine the Results and Discussion, which understandable.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is well written with clear subsections. The importance of the subject matter is clearly stated and justified. The methodological approach as well as the results and discussion are clear. A conclusion section is included. However, I would suggest to the authors to add a sentence on the distribution of G. pyloalis as a global threat to mulberry and silk production beyond the study area. Also, the authors’ choice to include many parameters in the models can be understood so that the contribution of each parameter could be determined. Nonetheless, in a practical sense, I think the parameters used should be limited to the most meaningful ones.
	

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

-
	The references are sufficient and recent. Even not clearly stated, they cover the comment made above on the necessity to indicate the broader occurrence of G. pyloalis on mulberry.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. However, I suggest 
· Introduction section, end of the 2nd paragraph: consider revising these sentences for clarity :’ Host plants of all kinds the silkworm is attacked by various pests and diseases, which ultimately leads to its reduction Yield and quality of leaves.  A study found that silkworms that feed on pests attack the leaves do not have normal growth and ultimately result in inferior, therefore low income to farmers’.

· Introduction section, 3rd  paragraph: consider revising the following sentence for clarity : ‘Pest also transmit germs to the Silkworms found in Glyphodes pyloalis, a defoliating pest of mulberry plants’
· Results and Discussion and Conclusion sections: Whenever correlation coefficients were not significant, the authors wrote the results showed positive or negative correlation which were not significant e.g in this passage  :’ ….while precipitation, evaporation rate and wind speed showed a positive non-significant correlation. Relative humidity (morning) and daylight hours showed a non-significant negative correlation with G. pyloalis population.’ I would suggest rewriting the relevant sentences to indicate that no significant correlation was found …

	

	Optional/General comments
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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)
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