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Comments - please refer to the manuscript. To my 

opinion, the aspect of study is OK but the collected data is 

inadequate to publish as full article. I noticed the number 

of collected Aphis gossypii and Thrips palmi is quite low in 

order to show the impact.  So, I suggest the author/s to 

add more data (i.e. lengthen the study duration). 

 

 

I do not think you need to have large numbers of 

insects before one can publish results of an 

experiment. A study is undertaken to produce 

results, so whatever data that is produced from 

the results can be published because that is 

information too. In the present study, statistical 

differences were obtained in some of the data, 

and this is worth publishing. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


