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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

General comments

A new species is reported for a region of Brazil, which is important for the viticulture
production of that country. The publication of this paper is of interest. However, some
modifications are suggested to improve the quality of the paper. To make the first report of
a species in a site would be enough to find it in a plant and in a single locality, and you
publish a note. However, this research is more complete, includes three sites, monthly
sampling, etc. what is not reflected well in the text. The introduction is very brief, the
methodology is not very explicit, the results do not present data on the incidence or severity
of the damage and the discussion needs to be complemented. It is far from the word limit
for this kind of paper, so it could be more explicit.

Abstract

When you said “plant samples” detail please cultivar, if you collect roots, leaves
Introduction

Lines 20-21: add "depending if the species are European or American”

Lines 27-30: It would be very important to describe the characteristics of these vineyards,
more planted cultivars, if they are grafted and on which rootstocks, because this
information is essential to support the hypothesis of the incidence level that phylloxera
could present in Espirito Santo.

Material and methods / experimental details / methodology

Line 41:"The samples were randomly” What was the sample size? How many plants per
hectare or per vineyard? How many leaves, how many roots did you take?

Line 47: When Niagara Rosada was grafted, what was the rootstock? In this case, it was
not verified that it was colonized by phylloxera?

American rootstocks are tolerant, which means that phylloxera can feed on them without
causing damage.

Results and discussion

Lines 65-66: “all the samples” How many plants were infested? How many leaves and
roots? How many galls per leaf? You said: “monthly sampling was carried out during
different stages of grapevine plant and production development”, in all months and stages
of grapevine phylloxera was present? It would be very important that you give some idea of
the incidence and severity of the damage caused by this insect in those vineyards.

Line 66: Did you find phylloxera on roots of rootstocks? This contradicts what is detailed in
materials and methods, please clarify in that section if you only examined roots of plants
without grafting or grafting as well.

Line 68: “phylloxera, D. vitifoliae, for the first time in the State of Espirito Santo, Brazil”

Line 71: In botany it is considered that the abaxial side of the leaf is the underside, it legend
is wrong, A is abaxial (lower leaf surface) and B adaxial (upper leaf surface)

Line 77: “in the roots” This is not absolutely true, some time ago phylloxera attacks have
been detected on leaves of Vitis vinifera plants in Europe and South America, including
Brazil (Botton & Walker 2009). (Review updated bibliography, eg Molnar et al., 2009,
Powell et al. 2013, Vidart et al 2013, Bao et al 2014, Forneck 2015, Foreck & Powell 2016)
Line 83-84: Clarify, it is not understood. Botton et al 2014 do not say that

Line 88: “V. rupandi” 1 think it should be V. rupestris

References

Line 117: The guidelines of the journal accept 15 to 20 references, here are 25. | suggest
prioritize the most current references and revisions, and omit those reiterate concepts that
others have already expressed.

Lines 172-175: add line spacing between references 18 and 19
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