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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 (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 present study to evaluate the possibility of compatibility of pulse wonder with insecticide and fungicide may be considered important in respective of the following points:

· It may help the farmers to opt for a quick discussion of choosing the safe dose. 

· Labour and time can be saved.

· Cost effective.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is 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.


	The article is comprehensive but the same sentence is repeated in some part which may be avoided.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Both the Table titles and Column title within the tables are not self-explanatory.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are insufficient and not very recent. 
· References of 2000 onwards are preferable.

· In addition author has used the reference of Marer, 1988 in result part but has forgot to mention that in the reference section.

· In the laboratory experiment part of the result section, author has mentioned, “In the abstract part the same line is repeated in some part which may be avoided’’----- but the reference has not mentioned in the reference section.
· Year of publication is to be added in Reference 4 in the Introduction part.
	

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


	Language is average but acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Title of Table 2 doesn’t fit with the table content.
· While checking storability author must be far more precise and particular about the day. Practically “So the combinations cannot be stored for a week” doesn’t make any sense.
· Punctuation marks are not in order making the language blurry.

· Typo error to be rectified to avoid spelling mistakes.
· Scientific names are neither underlined, nor are written in italics, which has to be rectified.

· All the table title and column title within the table are to be checked and amended.
· Repeatation of the same sentence may be avoided.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Ayana Chakraborty, West Bengal State University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

