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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

The authors have done a valuable job in evaluating the selected
pigeonpea (cajanus cajan (1) millsp.) genotypes for resistance to
insect pest complex in dry areas of north rift valley, Kenya .
Those results are good reference for future studies and
producer.

However, there are still a number of small grammatical and
sentence errors, which could be corrected with the help of a
native or highly fluent English speaker.

Thank you for the comments, I will improve the
grammatical errors.

Minor REVISION comments

Some grammatical errors were listed as follows, but please
check the whole manuscript word by word.

1. In the abstract, the last two sentences provided a suggestion
for the future study, but the conclusion is scare, so please
supplement the concluding sentences and remove the last
sentences to the end of the manuscript.

2. linel7 delete “of”

3.line 20 “fixing about 40kg of nitrogen per season “ how
much area land? /ha.? Is ok? Please supplement.

4.1ine33 “control” change to “resist”

5.line 34 delete the second “use of”

6.line 61 materials and methods

7.line 3 experimental sites

8.line 69 The style of temperature ° C

Some errors just like those | listed please thbastcheck the
manuscript throughout. Then, we can make a decislether the
paper can be accepted and published.

[ agree with the suggestions and I have
incorporated them

Optional/General comments
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