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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 good article offering the valuable information into sustainable pest management in potato cultivation through diversified cropping system. It provides the good result on how intercropping and border cropping not only supress key insect pests and also enhanced arthropods diversity. Its finding could be very relevant for smallholder farmers and researcher to the advancement of biodiversity based agricultural practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is catchy and likely to attract attention so, yes, it is good. For a greater clarity, I could suggest something like “pest suppression through diversified cropping system in potato cultivation.”
	

	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, it is good. I will suggest not to indicate T1, T2 sort of things in this section, instead mention, “this system” is good or significant. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design and data analysis is good, but I will suggest to present the graph more nicely. For example- In all bar graph, I will suggest showing error bar instead of comparing over control. Error bar will resolve that issue and provide the information about the significance of your treatments. Apart from this, while describing the result, indicate which figure or table you are referring to.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but I will suggest to include some region-specific study if available. 
	

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


	It is good. there is no issue with language part.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-you can see manuscript where I have commented. 
-add some citation in introduction part. See first and second paragraph of introduction again and add citation of some claim you presented there.

-You need to clarify some part of your methodology. Your experimental plots (T1, T2, T3…) are spaced between 0.5m only and here you are observing the effect of crop diversity. Don’t you think, it will create biased on your result?? Just in 0.5 m spacing, control plot also has other diverse crop.

-In leaf infestation part of your methododlogy, can you clarify how you will calculate leaf infestation. It doesn’t affect with level of insect infestation per leaves. yes??I mean whether the leaf have one aphid or 20, both leaves will be counted as infested??can you clarify this.
I recommend a major revision of the Results section to enhance clarity and improve data presentation. Additionally, some minor revision on methodology section would benefit from further reproducibility.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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