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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 addresses the adoption of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) practices, which is highly relevant for sustainable agriculture. It highlights the constraints farmers face, offering insights that can guide policy and extension services. The findings are useful not only for researchers but also for practitioners and policymakers concerned with eco-friendly pest control. It contributes to ongoing discussions on technology adoption in developing country contexts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content. However, it could be shortened for clarity, for example:

“Constraints and Adoption Level of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Practices among Pigeonpea Growers in Amravati, India.”
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, but it should be more concise and consistent in tense. It would benefit from adding the study’s novelty and clearer implications for practice or policy. Quantitative results are presented, but the contribution to theory/practice needs emphasis
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate, but the discussion could be strengthened with more analytical depth and comparison to recent literature
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are partially sufficient but many are outdated. More recent studies (2020–2024) on IPM adoption and sustainable agriculture should be added. Some sources also need proper APA 7th formatting and DOI inclusion. The number of references is very less
	

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


	The English is understandable but not yet suitable for scholarly communication. There are frequent grammatical errors, long sentences, and inconsistencies in tense. The manuscript would benefit from thorough language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant topic, but several key areas require improvement. The abstract follows the IMRAD structure yet lacks conciseness, clarity of novelty, and consistent language use. The introduction is overly descriptive with outdated references, insufficient emphasis on the research gap, and citation inconsistencies. The methodology is clear regarding location and sampling, but explanations are repetitive, lack academic justification for analytical methods, and omit validity or reliability tests. Results are detailed, but tables do not follow international formatting, findings are presented with minimal analysis, and discussions are descriptive rather than analytical.
The conclusion only summarizes findings without highlighting novelty or practical implications, and recommendations remain too general. References are inconsistently formatted, dominated by older sources, and missing DOIs, while some non-peer-reviewed materials are included. Language quality is a major limitation, with grammatical errors, tense inconsistency, and ineffective long sentences. Overall, the manuscript requires major revisions: clearer focus on the research gap, methodological rigor, analytical depth in discussion, updated references, and thorough language editing to meet international scholarly standards.
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