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	Documentation of Pest Incidence and Pesticide Application Patterns in Banana with Special Emphasis on the Management of Odoiporus longicollis in Selected Districts of Kerala
· The study relies heavily on known data regarding pest incidence and pesticide usage. It reiterates findings from earlier works without offering significant new insights.

· The supposed “special emphasis” on O. longicollis is not strongly differentiated from other pests in either methodology or analysis.

· The methodology is no clarity on survey design rigor, sampling justification, or validation of the structured proforma.

· The survey includes only 10 farmers per district, which is statistically insufficient to draw strong generalizations for entire regions.

· No mention is made of ethical approvals or informed consent, which is necessary for survey-based research involving human subjects.

· Much of the discussion simply echoes previous studies with little critical interpretation or new correlation of findings.

· The citations are used more to fill space than to support arguments with depth.

· The manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inconsistent terminology (e.g., switching between "O. longicollis" and "banana pseudostem weevil").

· The study reports only mean and standard deviation, with no statistical tests applied to validate regional differences or treatment effects.

· No error bars, confidence intervals, or p-values are presented, limiting the reliability of interpretations.

· Though 26.25% of farmers reported control failures, there is no exploration of causes, such as pest resistance, incorrect dosage, or poor-quality formulations.

· There is no linkage between pesticide misuse and resistance trends, despite claiming concern about resistance management.

· The conclusion repeats earlier findings without offering critical recommendations, policy implications, or future research directions.

· It mentions IPM and rational pesticide use without presenting any actual framework or viable alternatives.

· The documentation of usage of restricted pesticides like monocrotophos and carbofuran is alarming, yet the paper treats this lightly and without urgent concern.

· There is no discussion on human health or environmental safety, despite the obvious implications of pesticide overuse.

· Tables are overloaded with repetitive data from each district with little added value.

· Instead of summarizing key patterns, the tables focus on exhaustive district-wise minutiae, which reduces readability.
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