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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides valuable insights into eco-friendly pest management strategies for basmati rice, a globally important staple crop. The research offers a comparative evaluation of botanicals, biopesticides, and chemical insecticides against the yellow stem borer, a major pest that significantly reduces rice yield. The findings highlight viable alternatives to conventional chemical control, promoting sustainable agriculture by minimizing pesticide residues, environmental pollution, and resistance issues. This work contributes to integrated pest management approaches, offering practical solutions for farmers and researchers striving to enhance productivity while safeguarding ecosystem health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — "Eco-friendly Management of Yellow Stem Borer, Scirpophaga incertulas (Walker) in Basmati rice" — is suitable as it clearly reflects the scope of the research, the target pest, and the focus on sustainable management strategies.
Suggested alternative title (optional):
"Comparative Evaluation of Eco-Friendly Strategies for Managing Yellow Stem Borer (Scirpophaga incertulas Walker) in Basmati Rice"
This version emphasizes the comparative nature and scientific evaluation of the methods tested.
	

	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 well-structured and includes the research objective, methodology, key results, and implications. However, a few improvements can make it stronger:

· Mention the sample size or the number of replications for clarity.

· Briefly state the statistical analysis approach used.

· Include a concluding statement emphasizing the relevance of bio-rational treatments in long-term pest management.

Suggested additions:
· “The experiment was conducted in a randomized block design with three replications to ensure statistical reliability.”

· “Data were analyzed using OPSTAT software to determine the efficacy and economic benefits of each treatment.”

· “These findings support the use of sustainable pest control methods to enhance rice yield while reducing chemical inputs.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, data collection, and analysis. The study design is valid, and the results are consistent with previous literature. The paper correctly identifies the problems associated with chemical pesticides and explores bio-rational alternatives with supporting data on dead hearts, white ears, yield, and cost-benefit analysis. Statistical methods are briefly mentioned but should be expanded for completeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and span recent years, with appropriate citations for both chemical and biological management methods. However, it could be improved by including more recent studies (2023–2024) on integrated pest management, biological controls, or environmental impacts. Journals focused on sustainable agriculture or pesticide alternatives might provide additional depth.

Suggested additional references (to be searched and added if available):
· Recent global reviews on biopesticides in cereal crops.

· Studies on resistance management strategies in rice pests.

· Research on farmer adoption of eco-friendly pest management practices.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and comprehensible, but some sections require minor corrections for grammar, sentence flow, and scientific writing style. A few phrases appear repetitive, and certain statistical descriptions need clarification. Proofreading for consistency in terms like “dead hearts,” “white ears,” and “cost–benefit ratio” is recommended.
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