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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.


	This article offers significant information regarding the relative effectiveness of different insecticidal treatments (chemical and botanical) against the common pest Pieris brassicae of broccoli. The study is highly applicable to integrated pest management (IPM) practices, ensuring the assessment of green alternatives in addition to traditional insecticides. The results are of high value to sustainable farming practices, particularly in hill areas where use of chemicals must be avoided owing to environmental sensitivity. By determining Spinosad 45 SC as the best treatment, this research provides actionable suggestions that can help improve broccoli productivity while minimizing pest-related losses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	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 abstract provides a general overview of the study, including the objective, methodology, treatments applied, and key findings.

However, to enhance clarity and comprehensiveness, some revisions are recommended. Firstly, the grammatical structure should be improved for better readability—for example, "larval papulation" should be corrected to "larval population." 

Secondly, the abstract could benefit from a brief mention of the statistical methods used, as this adds credibility to the reported results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of its experimental design and objective. The comparison of multiple insecticidal treatments, including botanical and chemical options, provides a comprehensive approach to pest management.
the study claims all treatments were effective, it is important that the manuscript provides appropriate statistical analysis to support these conclusions. Assuming such data and analyses are included and properly interpreted in the main text, the manuscript can be considered scientifically correct with minor revisions.
	

	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?


	The language of the article, requires improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the core scientific ideas are understandable, there are several grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent use of terminology, for example, phrases like "larval papulation" (should be "larval population") and "give highest yield" (should be "resulted in the highest yield") need correction.

The sentence structures could also be refined for better flow and clarity. Overall, the manuscript would benefit from thorough language editing or professional proofreading to enhance readability and ensure it aligns with academic writing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript requires substantial language editing for clarity and to meet scholarly standards. Several grammatical errors and awkward phrases are present throughout the abstract, which likely extend into the full text.
2. Ensure accurate and consistent use of scientific terminology. For instance, "larval papulation" should be corrected to "larval population."
3. The abstract should be revised to improve structure and coherence. It should clearly state the objective, methods (including any statistical analysis), major results, and a concise conclusion highlighting the practical relevance of the findings.
4. Ensure that the manuscript follows the formatting guidelines of the journal, including proper citation style, units of measurement, and figure/table presentation.
5. Proofreading is required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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