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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper is reviewed and found to be finely written. Detailed account of mites with families is well presented. Minor suggestions/ revision needed mentioned below. The important corrections to be done are highlighted.

1. Table 1 and table 2 can be merged to 1 table 

2. Spelling wrong sr. no. 14 table 1 or 2 (justice(ae))

3. Spelling of Calcarus / Calcareus

4. Name of mite Bambusa (e)?

5. Table 1 space bar between catalogue with

6. In abstract and result 60 mites are mentioned but in conclusion 30 is mentioned.

7. mention about seasonal dimorphism (as in many cases prevalence of mites is season specific) 

8. A single photo/ image of any eriophyoid mites can be added for reference.

9. Follow guidelines/ style for references like bullets before each reference.

10. Bold for names (authors) in references.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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