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	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 study is important to provide suitable management practices of major pests and diseases of a cash crop (groundnut) in India
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Sugeesion to change “evaluation” to “comparison of the efficacy” and to add words “in India” at the end.

“Comparison of the efficacy of Bio-intensive and Chemical intensive Modules for Management of Major Insect-Pests and Diseases in Groundnut in India”
	

	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.


	yes, please make edits based on comments, it will improve the quality of the text and the clarity
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes, but need improvements with more information and evidence for more clarity
	

	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
	

	Optional/General comments


	please check whether you canuse symbold like @ in the text. better if you could improve the text with sugestions. those will add more clarity and value to the text. my comments are not for indicating your study is cot suitable, but to indicate that you can improve the text if you add more explanation. for example my comment on why you did not do the study in rabi season, you can provide a justification with suitable text. so this will be useful for future studies as a guideline.

The study was good, writing style was also good. authors made a great effort in getting data. but the authors should improve their skills in expression of ideas. When a reader reads, a clear picture should be made. I am sure that the text could be improved, the scientists may already have data and information required, which were not included in this paper. so better to improve the text.
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