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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.


	The manuscript provides valuable information on the practical efficacy of indigenous bio-formulations against major insect pests of okra. As sustainable pest management is gaining global relevance, such studies provide field-based evidence useful for IPM programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the study.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it may be improved by briefly mentioning the experimental design (RBD) and the number of treatments. Also, a clearer concluding statement on practical implications for farmers may be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, data collection is adequate, and results are presented clearly. Statistical analysis and interpretation are correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and mostly recent. However, a few more recent studies (2022–2024) on botanical insecticides or cow-based formulations may further strengthen the literature support.
	

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


	The English language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections and improved sentence flow in the Introduction and Results sections could enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and delivers useful findings. Including one summary figure or schematic diagram on efficacy comparison may help strengthen visual interpretation. Tables are appropriate and neatly presented.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed in this study as it involves field evaluation of pest management techniques.
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