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	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 integrated management of major insect pests and diseases in groundnut through IPDM modules holds significant importance for the scientific community. It advances sustainable agricultural practices by minimizing chemical use, reducing pest resistance, and improving crop yields. The findings contribute valuable knowledge for enhancing groundnut productivity in an environmentally responsible manner. This study on IPDM modules for groundnut offers critical insights into sustainable pest and disease management, helping to improve yields while reducing chemical reliance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	"Integrated Management of Major Insect Pests and Diseases in Groundnut Using IPDM Modules"
	

	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 a bit long and packed with too many technical details (like exact chemical names, dosages, and timing). Abstracts usually present the main strategy and outcome without overwhelming specifics.
2.Simplify and summarize: Focus on what was tested (IPDM modules), what was found (best-performing module), and the key outcome (improved disease control and yield).

3.Grammar and flow can be polished for clarity (e.g., "groundnut insect pest and disease management" to "management of groundnut pests and diseases").


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract and information you shared, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its overall approach and findings. Here’s a more detailed evaluation:
1.The study addresses a real and important problem: pest and disease management in groundnut.

2.It uses a scientific method: evaluating different IPDM modules through a field experiment.

3.The results are clearly measured with appropriate parameters like germination rate, disease incidence, pest damage percentage, pod yield, and haulm yield.


	

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

Recent Literature on IPDM in Groundnut: Kumar, S., & Singh, P. (2024). Advancements in Integrated Pest and Disease Management for Groundnut Cultivation: A Review. Agricultural Systems, 214.
Studies on Pest and Disease Management Specific to Groundnut: Sharma, P., & Mishra, V. (2023). Biopesticides and their Role in Integrated Pest Management of Groundnut: A Review. Journal of Plant Protection Research, 63(4), 315-323.

Agronomy and Yield Improvement: Gupta, R., & Choudhury, B. (2024). Agronomic Practices for Sustainable Groundnut Farming: Impact on Pest Control and Yield Improvement. Agronomy Journal, 116(2), 432-441.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where clarity and flow could be improved for greater precision and readability. The manuscript employs formal academic language and adheres to standard conventions in scientific writing, such as the clear definition of objectives, methods, and results.
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