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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 addresses the management of Cnaphalocrocis medinalis, a major pest in rice that causes significant yield losses. Evaluating novel seed treatment and seedling root dip insecticides provides practical insights into integrated pest management (IPM) strategies, which are highly relevant for reducing pesticide load and promoting sustainable rice cultivation. The findings contribute to the development of eco-friendly and cost-effective control practices for early-season pests of rice. This research will be useful to both scientists and extension workers in rice protection programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable, precise, and reflects the main objective of the study. However, a slightly shorter alternative could be: “Efficacy of Seed Treatment and Seedling Root Dip Insecticides Against Rice Leaf Folder (Cnaphalocrocis medinalis Guenee)”
	

	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, structured, and comprehensive. It effectively presents the aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be strengthened by explicitly mentioning the statistical analysis used (e.g., LSD test) and by briefly highlighting the practical significance for farmers or IPM.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-defined methodology and appropriate statistical analysis. The results are clearly presented and logically discussed with relevant literature support. The conclusions drawn are valid and supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include recent works (up to 2023). A few more recent global references (2022–2024) on neonicotinoid and diamide seed treatments in cereals could be included to further strengthen the discussion.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language is clear, concise, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic improvements could enhance readability, but overall, the manuscript is well written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are appropriate. The discussion section effectively integrates current findings with previous studies, but could highlight ecological safety aspects (impact on beneficial arthropods) more explicitly. Overall, the manuscript is of good quality and makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on rice pest management.
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