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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. Line 18 – Correct shows to show 

2. Line 33 – The phrase should be recast as “ It 

has been estimated that the aphids cause an 

annual loss of.....” 

3. Scientific names are written in full only for 

the first time. But subsequent appearance 

should carry initials of genus name and then 

the specific name, eg. C. cupressivora, C. 

lucitanica, etc. 

4. Reference citations need to be revisited. The 

author has mixed up the system by 

mentioning the names as well as numbers. 

The citations should be recast so that only 

numbers appear in the text. 

 

1. Correction done as recommended 

2. Correction done as recommended 

 

 

3. Correction done as recommended 

 

 

 

 

4. Correction done as recommended. 

However, where the citation is at the 

beginning of the sentence, it is 

recommended that both names and 

numbers appear.   
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