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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it contributes valuable empirical evidence supporting the use of botanical pesticides, particularly neem-based formulations, as sustainable alternatives to synthetic insecticides in cowpea cultivation. It highlights the potential of neemsol and high-concentration neem extracts (20%) to effectively manage a wide range of insect pests, while maintaining competitive yield performance. The findings are especially relevant in the context of growing environmental concerns, insecticide resistance, and the need for eco-friendly pest management strategies. This study also encourages further research into scalable, low-cost, and environmentally benign biopesticides, promoting integrated pest management (IPM) approaches in legume farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Evaluating Neem Extracts, Neemsol, and Cypermethrin for Sustainable Insect Pest Control in Cowpea (Vigna unguiculata)"
	

	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 of the article is generally well-structured and informative, presenting the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. However, a few improvements can be made to enhance clarity, flow, and completeness.
Too many numbers (e.g., pod counts, seed weights) can clutter the abstract. Instead, summarize trends with selective highlights.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall, with a sound experimental design, relevant methodology, and appropriate data analysis techniques.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, scientifically sound, and recent enough to support the manuscript. However, including 1–2 recent review or meta-analysis articles on neem-based biopesticides or IPM would further strengthen the literature support, especially in the introduction and discussion sections.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from moderate editing for grammar, clarity, conciseness, and flow. The manuscript effectively conveys the scientific content, but certain sections contain repetitions, awkward phrasing, inconsistent verb tenses, and punctuation issues that could hinder readability in a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic in agricultural pest management, particularly in the context of sustainable and eco-friendly crop protection strategies. The comparative evaluation of neem-based products and synthetic insecticides like cypermethrin is timely and adds value to the field of integrated pest management (IPM), especially in developing countries.
Minor corrections to language, formatting consistency, and inclusion of ethical and competing interest statements are needed before acceptance.

Streamlining some results in the abstract to avoid overcrowding with numbers. Consider adding one or two graphical representations (e.g., bar chart or pest incidence vs. treatment) for better visual engagement.
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