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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 advances knowledge and data to sustainable pest management in fingermillet. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable
	

	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.


	1. The abstract is clear and well-structured. However, the importance of finger millet and management options should not be part of abstract and can be added to introduction.

2. It will be good if the abstract could briefly mention the main findings and their implications more concisely, focusing on the novel insecticide and microbial treatments. 

3. The phrase "novel eco-friendly insecticide" could be more specific by indicating the nature or the novel aspects of the insecticide for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct but needs improvement in methodology and interpretation of data.
	

	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, but can be improved for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction
1. The introduction needs restructuring of sentences.  The transition from the nutritional benefits of finger millet to pest management feels slightly abrupt. Consider adding a sentence that ties the two topics together more smoothly. 

2. It would be helpful to include more information about the limitations or challenges of current pest management practices.

3. It may be useful to briefly explain why specific treatments, such as Emamectin benzoate, were selected and their previous use in other crops or pest management systems. How was the dose decided? Is it recommended or some other basis?

4. The objectives should be clearly defined in the introduction itself.

Materials and Methods
1. The experimental design is well-explained, and the methodology seems appropriate. However, consider adding more detail about the environmental conditions during the two years of study to provide context for the results.

2. The words like certain and few (highilighted) should be avoided in the methodology 

3. Reference for cultivation can be added e.g. if there is any package of practices followed etc…

4. The phrase "novel eco-friendly insecticide" has been used many times, it should be limited.  

5. The methodology should include the time of start of observation, observation period and number of observations etc…

6. The factors selected for deciding the cost benefit ration should be listed.

Results
1. The results section presents data clearly. However, the figures and tables could be better referenced within the text, for example by discussing trends or comparing treatments in more detail.

2. The results should be written followed by table number in bracts e.g. As presented in table 2, should be replaced with results (Table 2). (highlighted in text).

3. Consider providing more information about any potential limitations or variability observed in the data across the two years of study, as this could influence the interpretation of results.

4. The emphasis on the efficacy of Emamectin benzoate and microbial treatments, which is important, but it may be helpful to also comment on the potential environmental impact of these treatments compared to conventional chemical pesticides.

Discussion
1. The discussion could be more elaborative with the long-term effects and sustainability of using microbial pesticides like M. anisopliae and B. bassiana.

2. The comparison of results between this study and other studies can be enhanced by by addressing any inconsistencies or gaps between studies, especially concerning pest resistance or environmental concerns.

3. The broader implications of using this novel pest management method can be discussed for smallholder farmers in regions where this pest is a significant problem.

Conclusion
1. The conclusion can be a statement on the practical implications of the study for pest management practices in finger millet using Emamectin benzoate, M. anisopliae, and B. bassiana.
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