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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.


	It is a good topic as it explores the use of Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) for managing sucking insects in vegetable crops, which is relevant to sustainable and low-input agriculture. If refined in structure and methodology, this work could offer valuable insights for sustainable pest control and may help preserve lost techniques within Integrated Pest Management (IPM) for the scientific community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since the methodology lacks proper experimental design, replication, and statistical analysis, I suggest removing the term "scientific validation" from the title. Similarly, instead of the phrase "sucking pest complex," you can use a simpler and more direct expression like "sucking pests." A more appropriate title might be:
"Use of Indigenous Knowledge for Eco-Friendly Management of Sucking Pests in Vegetables Using Standardized Screening Protocols."


	

	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 currently lacks flow and clarity. Please also check for grammatical errors. I recommend using a structured format:

-Start by briefly introducing ITK and the pests being addressed (background),

-Clearly state your objective,

-Then explain what you did, how, and where (methods),

-Present your main findings (results),

-And finally include a one take-home message (conclusion).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is currently difficult to know how the treatments were divided, whether there was replication, or how the experiment was structured form provided methodology. I will suggest to explain and present table 2 of the methodology more scientifically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are good and recent. However, in the first paragraph of the introduction, several claims are made without citations. Please provide references to support these statements. The first sentence of the second paragraph also needs a citation.
	

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


	I will say fair.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-Please include line numbers in the manuscript before submitting; this will help reviewers provide precise feedback.

-The concept is strong, but the writing should be revised for clarity and grammar.

-I recommend rewriting the introduction in a more cohesive and comprehensive way.

-The methodology section is particularly weak and should be improved following my   earlier comments
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

no
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