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	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.


	Taxonomic identity of the pests is very important when it comes to implementation of management strategies for those pests. As thests usually adapt to their environments quicker, there can be population genetic variations, and biotypes that could allow pest management difficult. further some pests are found as pest complexes in the environment, where a sampled population may consists of multiple species that resemples a one species due to morphological similarity. Therefore, taxonomic identification both morphological and molecular would extremely enhance our understanding on the pest population and thereby helping efficient management. So, these studies are very important in agriculture
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on the content, the study does not explicitly address the pests of okra and brinjal. Therefore the title need some alterations
	

	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.


	Abstract needs to explicitly address what was being done. I would like to request authors to kindly look in to my comments given within the main text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but need more clarity on the methodology, and considerations on whether analysis have adequately captures the intentions of the authors and also whether the conclusions are adequately based on the findings
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I feel like this paper needs serious major revisions, however, it seems to be based on a very short study, and somehow the authors have not managed to capture the study design so that they could not explain some aspects with their results. As the study was already finished, it might be difficult to capture those now. Therefore, based on the availble data, the study could be accepted with some revisions. But I strongly suggest the authors may require follow up studies to fill the gaps identified in this study. In molecular analysis, the marker they used is not suitable for the steps or methods they used. It would be remarkable if they could sequence the DNA and saved the sequences as barcodes, for which the given markers are used. The study could be enhanced with comparison of DNA sequences, rather than comparing the gel band patterns.
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