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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 (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.


	Idea of study is proper.

In this work, the authors proposed an interesting study in using different strategies in Sugar cane borer management, and yield assessment. 
The findings of this study suggested that the Integrated management practices significantly reduced the ESB and INB infestations and increased cane yield by 23.1% over the untreated control.

The findings of this study showed the value of IPM as a sustainable and economically viable strategy for managing borer pests and improving sugarcane yield and quality.
Some details must be revised, mainly on references, but the work is supported by the results and the proper literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable with a little modification

I suggest the title is:

Sugarcane borer management strategies and crop loss assessment under climate changes in Andhra Pradesh, India
	

	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.


	At no point did they emphasize the proposed methodology. It is important to speak briefly in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is preferable to add more of recent references.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The research contains all the necessary elements and is relevant to the topic in question.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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