Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_143581

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Efficacy of different insecticides and eco-friendly approaches for the management of okra shoot and fruit borer, Earias vittella (Fabricius).

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 highlights the management of  Earias vitella, in okra, a major pest causing substantial yield losses. By comparing chemical insecticides and the biopesticides under field conditions, it provides useful information for developing IPM strategies by identifying effective chemical insecticides as well as promising biocontrol alternatives. These findings will benefit both researchers and the farming community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and reflects the content
	

	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 comprehensive and includes the objectives and results of the study. However, it could be shortened; it is overly detailed, with too many numerical values and abbreviations (DBS, DAS,ROC) that make it difficult for readers to follow. I suggest deleting some of the repeated data values and presenting the results in a summarised form. Better to highlight only the key findings, rather than providing all percentage values. Abbreviations should be avoided in the abstract or defined at first mention. Conclude a sentence on the practical implications for IPM. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate and the methodology is adequately described, and the results are supported with statistical analysis. However, it needs improvement in clarity and  presentation of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally, the references are sufficient and include recent studies, but there are some inconsistencies between the in-text citations and the reference list. Add some recent literature related to biopesticides and IPM in Okra. Ensure the accuracy and consistency in the reference style as recommended. 
	

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


	The language of the manuscript should be improved. The scientific content is clear, the text contains many grammatical errors and lengthy sentences that reduce readability. These should be corrected to make the manuscript suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides useful information on managing the pest and is relevant for IPM. However, the manuscript needs improvement in grammar, clarity, reference consistency and avoiding repetition in the results section. Strengthening the conclusion part would also enhance the overall impact of the manuscript.
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