Reviewer comments:
Reviewer: The manuscript titled "Bioefficacy of Flupyradifurone 200 SL Against Jassids, Whiteflies and Their Impact on Natural Enemies in Brinjal”
In my opinion the manuscript need revision. Based on the comments mentioned in the manuscript, I recommend that the manuscript may be accepted after revision.
COMMENTS FOR THE AUTHOR:

Reviewer: The manuscript titled “Synergies between entomopathogenic fungi and insecticides for the management of predominat species of white grubs in north western Himalaya" by Suman Sanjta et al., presents work done towards the synergistic activity of entomopathogenic fungi with different insecticides as a bio-intensive pest management tool for the management of white grubs in western Himalaya of India. 

In my opinion the manuscript is poorly written and does not present technically sound results. The authors do not describe the main objectives or aim of the study in a clear manner. The qualitative and quantitative data produced in this study are not enough and does not meet the standard of the Journal. Based on the below mentioned comments, I recommend that the manuscript may be rejected.

1. The writing style is very poor and needs a lot of essential contents. 

2. Introduction is very vaguely written with typographical errors and the aim of the manuscript is not clear.

3. Though the authors mention in the introduction that prolonged application of chemicals for the management of white grubs into the soil not only causes soil pollution, but also has deleterious effect on non-target organisms and the environment. The experiment results are not going to do so and once again they are testing insecticides only. It is not going to give the solution for the above mentioned prolonged problems by the author. So the aim of the study fails here. 
4. English language through the whole manuscript need to be revised lot.

5. Authors have to do the dose optimization for the above entomopathogenic fungus and chemical insecticides against white grub species. Probit regression analysis can be performed to identify the effective doses. Statistical analysis was totally missing and can be included with proper analysis. Control treatment without fungus or insecticides is not included in the study and need to be included for comparison of effectiveness.  % mortality data collected with 45 no. of grubs in different instars will not full fill the demand of the study and does not meet the standard of the Journal.
6. Results on the pathogenicity of entomopathogenic fungi combined with toxicity of insecticides against white grubs are not written properly and details are insufficient to the journal standard. Hence it has to be rewritten and enriched with more data. The LC50 values are need to be calculated by conducting proper experiment and the results have to be considered for fixing the treatment doses to assess the synergism in entomotoxicity.
7. Discussion is very random and does not connect the experimental results. Recent literatures may be included more to strengthen the discussion for the future submission.
8. Hence, I state that the quantitative, qualitative data in this manuscript was insufficient and not written well. Further, it is not meeting the Journals standard in the current form.
9. Reject the manuscript
