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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 manuscript presents a valuable and timely investigation into Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) used in kitchen gardening for insect-pest management in the border districts of Punjab. It highlights traditional, eco-friendly, and low-cost pest control methods practiced by rural and peri-urban communities. The study contributes to the documentation of local knowledge systems, which are often underrepresented in mainstream scientific literature, and supports the global efforts towards sustainable agriculture and agroecology. Moreover, by identifying the socio-economic factors influencing ITK adoption, it offers a basis for policy design and further extension interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 clear and generally comprehensive. However, I suggest a slight revision to improve flow and completeness:

· Add a brief mention of the specific indigenous practices studied (e.g., neem extract, ash dusting).

· Consider summarizing the key statistical findings (e.g., significant variables: age and experience) in one sentence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, the data are well-organized, and the statistical techniques used (e.g., regression analysis) are suitable for the research objectives. However, minor improvements are recommended in the formatting and consistency of tables and units (e.g., spacing, decimal points).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and include a mix of both older and recent sources. However, the authors may consider adding a few more recent publications (from the last 2–3 years) in the area of sustainable pest management and indigenous knowledge, especially from international contexts for broader relevance.
	

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


	The language is generally acceptable for scholarly communication but would benefit from a thorough proofreading to correct minor grammatical errors, punctuation issues, and awkward phrasing. For example, consistency in tense usage and article usage should be ensured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript could be enriched by adding some visuals or photographs of ITK practices, if available.

· A discussion comparing ITK with modern pest control alternatives (in terms of cost, effectiveness, or environmental impact) would strengthen the practical implications of the findings.

· Please ensure units (e.g., acres, marla) are explained or standardized for international readers.

The study is relevant, methodologically sound, and offers important insights. With minor improvements in language, structure, and additional contextual discussion, it will be a strong contribution to the journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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