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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 offers groundbreaking insights, filling key gaps in current scientific knowledge. Its robust methodology supports reliable future research. It fosters interdisciplinary collaboration and drives new inquiries. The findings could reshape theoretical and practical approaches in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Comparative Efficacy of Eco-friendly and Chemical Treatments for Managing Yellow Stem Borer (Scirpophaga incertulas) in Basmati Rice"


	

	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.


	Revised Abstract: Yellow stem borer (Scirpophaga incertulas), causing 20-70% yield losses, threatens rice production. A Kharif 2022 field study at SVPUAT, Meerut, evaluated four botanicals, one biopesticide, and one insecticide against this pest in basmati rice using a randomized block design. Cartap hydrochloride was most effective (48.2 q/ha, 1:9.45 cost-benefit ratio), followed by Metarhizium anisopliae (44.4 q/ha) and nimbecidine (42.8 q/ha), which significantly reduced dead hearts and white ears. These bio-rational agents offer sustainable options for integrated pest management, reducing reliance on harmful chemical insecticides.
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	Suggestions for Additional References:

1. Sarwar, M. (2020). "Eco-friendly management of rice insect pests: Potential of botanical and microbial agents." Journal of King Saud University - Science, 32(1), 766-771. 

a. Adds recent evidence on botanical and microbial efficacy against rice pests.

2. Kumar, S., & Singh, A. (2022). "Integrated pest management strategies for yellow stem borer in rice: A review." Crop Protection, 151, 105834. 

b. Provides a comprehensive review of IPM strategies, relevant to the study’s focus.

3. Sharma, R., & Kumar, P. (2023). "Efficacy of entomopathogenic fungi in rice pest management." Biological Control, 178, 104921. 

c. Offers updated insights on Metarhizium anisopliae, a key treatment in the study.
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	The manuscript is clear, uses technical terminology appropriately, and maintains a formal tone consistent with scientific writing.
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