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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 research on the management of leafhopper infestation in okra is of significant importance to farmers. It provides concise and practical findings for controlling the pest using plant extracts, which are both eco-friendly and sustainable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	With minor changes it sounds good.
Evaluation of the efficacy of botanicals against leafhopper, Amrasca biguttula biguttula (Ishida) infesting okra at Sardarkrushinagar

	

	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 must not include any abbreviations, and the methods of plant extracts to be mentioned in briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the manuscript is well drafted, and there are some typos and scientific mistakes are crawled. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are written in proper format, but there are some papers on okra, in north-eastern Africa (Eritrea), which were published recently to be refereed. 
Asian Journal of Advances in Agricultural Research 24 (8):56-79. https://doi.org/10.9734/ajaar/2024/v24i8537 .
	

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


	Good 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Instead of using the common names of the plants, the scientific names must be presented in the manuscript.

· Botanical preparation is not mentioned. 
· Amount and spraying time to be explained.

· key words are not sufficient. mention the plants which are used as botanicals. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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? 
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