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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

In the manuscript, The authors chosen a time consuming 
method (aphid life –table), to investigate seven commercial 
wheat cultivars of commonly grown in wheat- producing, there 
are little background of field screen cereal aphid resistance, 
neither resistant no susceptible cultivars control, conduct 
aphid life –table investigation on wheat seedling (plants at 
third true leaf stage), but no comparison with biological 
parameter of aphid on wheat heading stage (which is 
susceptible stage  for aphid infestation) , therefore it is 
improper in experimental design, the data just compare the 
difference of aphid’s life parameter among the seven wheat 
cultivars, but have nothing to do with the high –low resistance, 
because there is not any standard for resistant score identify, 
so the data couldn’t support the conclusion. 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Some expressions is not correct, for example: 
Line 7 “ Rhopalosiphum padi (L.),  is not a polyphagous 
species”, I think the aphid is  oligophagous at ( the ) most, 
because it only feed on gramineous plants (wheat, corn or 
grass)  
Line 70 , the unit of some parameter,  rm : 
females/female/day, incorrect , maybe “offspring/ adult/day” is 
better , the same as “R0”. 
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