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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.


	The findings are highly relevant for agricultural practitioners and pathologists, as they demonstrate that while systemic insecticides like Imidacloprid are most effective, botanical options like neem oil also offer considerable efficacy, supporting the development of integrated pest management (IPM) strategies. This work contributes to the ongoing effort to find a balance between crop yield protection and reducing environmental pesticide load.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The implied title is suitable as it is clear and directly reflects the core content of the study. However, it could be made more specific and descriptive as-
"Evaluation of Insecticides, Oils and Plant Extracts for Management of Cucumber Mosaic Virus in Cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.)"
	

	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.
	Briefly mention the experimental design (Randomized Block Design) and the key parameters measured (aphid population, disease incidence, yield) to give better context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the objectives, employing a replicated field trial with a clear control. Data collection (aphid counts, disease incidence, yield) follows standard phytopathological practices, and statistical analysis (SE, CD) is presented. The discussion logically interprets the results in the context of existing literature, explaining the mode of action of the successful treatments (e.g., the systemic nature of Imidacloprid).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a mix of foundational historical papers (e.g., Doolittle, 1916) and more recent studies (e.g., Rahman et al., 2020; Biswas & Ghosh, 2018). They adequately support the introduction and discussion.
	

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


	A thorough proofread would enhance the manuscript's polish and readability without changing its scientific content.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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