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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
I  appreciate the attempt  to widen the base of Nicholson and bailey Model 
 
1.Needs to incorporate the considerations  to recognise only those five factors are 
Major one  
 
 
2. The host capacity to increase under given circumstances also includes the 
availability of resources  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1.Is it possible to  give ecological considerations  
   Problem of  meta-population arises in discrete population consequent to   
    discrete distribution of  resource 
. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
1.Weather  factors plays an important role in deciding the availability  
   of resources to host. Thus Weather factors may be very important  
 
2.Basically if we widen the thinking , there is a lot of scope to think about separate  
Model for parasite and host & Predator and prey  ?  
 
3. There is even a lot of scope for consideration of  type of ecology 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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