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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	The manuscript addresses a crucial issue in agricultural research, providing practical solutions for managing mustard aphid infestations. Understanding effective pest management strategies is vital for ensuring crop yield and food security, making this study relevant and important for the scientific community
The current title adequately reflects the study's focus. However, it could be refined for better clarity and specificity. For example, "Efficacy of Chemical Insecticides and Plant Extracts against Mustard Aphids in Indian Mustard: A Field Study" could be a more descriptive title.
The abstract provides a concise summary of the study's objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by organizing the information more clearly and succinctly to enhance readability and impact.
The manuscript would benefit from a clearer structure with well-defined subsections to guide the reader through the study. Each section should flow logically from one to the next, facilitating understanding and comprehension.

The scientific content appears sound, but clarity and precision in presenting data and analysis are necessary for ensuring scientific correctness. Additionally, thorough peer review and validation of experimental methods and results are essential for scientific rigor.

The references cited appear relevant to the study topic. However, the inclusion of more recent references, particularly those addressing advancements in pest management or related methodologies, would enhance the manuscript's credibility and currency.
	

	Minor REVISION comments


	Ensure consistency in terminology and formatting throughout the manuscript.

Clarify any ambiguous or unclear statements to improve readability and understanding.

Check for grammatical errors and typos, ensuring the manuscript adheres to language conventions.

	

	Optional comments


	Consider integrating graphical representations of data, such as graphs or charts, to supplement the textual description of results.

Provide a more in-depth discussion of the practical implications of the findings for agricultural practitioners and policymakers.

Consider addressing potential limitations of the study and suggesting avenues for future research to strengthen the manuscript's impact and contribution to the field.

Overall, with these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the scientific literature on pest management in agriculture.
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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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