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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.


	The manuscript holds significant importance as it explores the use of Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) in pest management—a topic highly relevant in the context of rising concerns over pesticide overuse, the growing shift toward sustainable agriculture, and the promotion of nutritional security through kitchen gardening. It adds value by documenting region-specific ITK practices and highlighting how socio-demographic factors influence their adoption. The study also offers useful baseline data for researchers and policymakers working in the fields of sustainable farming and household food systems. However, its scope is limited by the absence of scientific validation or efficacy testing of the ITK methods, relying solely on descriptive socio-economic analysis without experimental trials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and relevant but could be made more focused and informative. Another title can be "Reviving Traditional Wisdom: Indigenous Pest Control Methods in Kitchen Gardens of Punjab" or "Indigenous Technical Knowledge for Insect-Pest Control in Home Gardens: Insights from Punjab's Border Areas"
	

	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 partially comprehensive but requires improvement to clearly reflect the study’s objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. While it introduces the importance of vegetables and mentions the sample size and main influencing factors like age and experience, it begins with unrelated nutritional details, lacks a clear statement of objectives, omits methodological tools like regression analysis, and fails to present specific findings or statistical data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct for a social science or extension-focused study, especially in the domains of agriculture, home gardening, and indigenous knowledge documentation. However, it lacks scientific rigor in validating the efficacy of the pest control methods and should be interpreted as a descriptive baseline study, not a technical entomology or pest science paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient and moderately suitable for a social science or agricultural extension study. They provide relevant background on kitchen gardening and Indigenous Technical Knowledge, with some recent and region-specific sources. However, the manuscript lacks citations from scientific literature validating the efficacy of the pest control methods discussed. It also includes informal or non-peer-reviewed sources, which reduce its academic rigor. To strengthen the manuscript, more peer-reviewed studies on biopesticides, pest management, and indigenous knowledge systems should be included.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. While the ideas are clearly conveyed, the manuscript contains several issues related to grammar, sentence structure, redundancy, and clarity, which can reduce its professionalism and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires improvement in several areas, including language clarity, scientific rigor, and alignment of content with the title and abstract. The lack of experimental validation of ITK methods and reliance on descriptive data limit its scientific depth.
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