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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the resistance levels of different wheat varieties against Sitophilus oryzae L., a major pest of stored grains. It also contributes to sustainable pest management by evaluating the efficacy of plant-based protectants. The work is highly relevant to agricultural entomology, food security, and post-harvest management. The findings are useful for breeders, farmers, and extension workers in developing pest-resistant wheat cultivars and implementing eco-friendly pest control strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative but could be revised slightly for clarity and grammar.

Suggested alternative title:
Screening of Wheat Varieties Against Rice Weevil (Sitophilus oryzae L.) and Evaluation of Eco-friendly Management Approaches


	

	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 is mostly comprehensive but could be improved for clarity and structure.
- Revise the first sentence for better grammar.
- Add a brief mention of the methodology (number of genotypes screened, types of botanicals used).
- Include one quantitative outcome or key result for better impact.
- Replace 'the remaining wheat types' with a clearer phrase like 'most wheat varieties tested'.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods are clearly described, and the results are consistent with previous studies. However, statistical analysis (e.g., ANOVA, LSD) is not detailed; this should be added or clarified.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant, but a few are slightly dated. Adding more recent studies (post-2020) related to eco-friendly pest control or resistance breeding in wheat would strengthen the manuscript.
Suggestions:
- Mahapatra et al., (2021) on botanical insecticides.
- Any recent ICAR or FAO report on post-harvest grain losses in India.


	

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


	The manuscript needs moderate language editing to improve grammar, clarity, and consistency. Examples:
- Replace “it’s” with “its” in the title.
- Ensure consistency in terminology (e.g., “moderate resistance” vs. “moderately resistant”).
- Clarify long sentences and correct typographical errors.


	

	Optional/General comments


	- Include a table summarizing resistance ratings (resistant, moderately resistant, susceptible) for all wheat genotypes.
- Add a statistical analysis section.
- Figures should include proper captions and axis labels with units.
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