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	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.


	The present study provides valuable insights into the comparative toxicity and speed of kill of insecticides with different modes of action against Spilosoma obliqua, a major defoliator pest of several economically important crops. Such findings are crucial for guiding evidence-based selection of effective insecticides and for designing resistance management strategies. By identifying the most potent and fast-acting insecticides, this research contributes to the development of an integrated pest management (IPM) framework that minimizes over-reliance on a single chemical group. Overall, the study supports sustainable pest control practices and enhances our understanding of mode-of-action diversity in managing S. obliqua populations effectively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but can be refined for better scientific flow, my suggestion is: “Comparative toxicity of insecticides with different modes of action against the Bihar hairy caterpillar, Spilosoma obliqua (Walker), an emerging legume defoliator”
	

	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.


	The abstract is quite informative and presents the key findings effectively, including the tested insecticides, their LC₅₀ and LT₅₀ values, and the overall conclusions. However, it could be made more comprehensive by briefly including the objective or purpose of the study at the beginning and a clear concluding sentence highlighting its practical significance for pest management programs. Additionally, reducing some of the detailed numerical data would improve readability, allowing the focus to remain on the relative effectiveness and implications rather than raw values. Overall, the abstract is strong but would benefit from minor restructuring for better flow and emphasis on purpose, results, and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes 
	

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


	Yes 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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