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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 

  

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

Authors aimed to investigate the status of sesame webworm at western 
Tigray. The result gives some useful basic information and seasonality 
and distribution of this pest. As it is major pest of sesame this could be 
good study for the further studies in this pest. 
The manuscript may be accepted after revision 

1. In this manuscript in many places the scientific names were 
written without giving proper spacing between genus and 
species; its need to be corrected 

2. When first writing the scientific names it should write with author 
name who describe as per binomial nomenclature. This need to 
be corrected 

3. Apart from this in many places space insertion is required in-
between the words this need to be thoroughly checked. 
 
Some of the important missing reference is added in the 
manuscript and it need to be included in the revised manuscript.   
Overall the manuscript is good.  

 Thank you the comments are very important. I 
tried to correct all the points you mentioned. 

Optional /General  
comments 

  

 


