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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write few sentences regarding the importance this manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This is an excellent manuscript. The data are new and clearly documented. Their analysis is straightforward and very convincing. Safety issue, environmental preservation and animal human health are obviously of main concern.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	YES
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	YES
	

	Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Methods are well described. Diagnostic apparatus are state of the art. Statistitics are properly considered. References to literature for results are supporting the analysis of the present work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

-
	Please see comment one along the general comment section
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	YES

	

	Optional/General comments


	Please consider the three following comments to improve manuscript rigor and impact before publication:
Comment 1

Authors mention that “chemicals with novel chemistries to overcome pest resistance, secondary pest outbreak problems and the complications they pose to the environment” are requested. 

In this true perspective, it would be informative for readers to mention emerging so-called “non-thermal plasma NTP (gas discharge) technology showing potent action for resistant bacteria eradication in medical applications, NTP action of hydrophilicity, NTP in synergy with spray to enhance surface-volume ratio, NTP for cell permeabilization respectively reported in:

T. Maho et al, Applied Sciences 11 (20), 9598 (2021)

M Rasouli, et al, Plasma Processes and Polymers 18 (9), 2100074 (2021)

A Stancampiano, et al, Applied Sciences 9 (18), 3861 (2019)

T.H. Chung et al, Cancers 12 (1), 219 (2020)

V Vijayarangan et al, Frontiers in Physics 11, 285 (2023)

V. Vijayarangan, et al, International Journal of Pharmaceutics 589, 119874 (2020)

All six references should be introduced.

Comment 2

Figure 1B

Can authors comments the origin for the three peaks of the Mass spectrum of flonicamid?

Comment 3

Besides destruction by soil adsorption (with low pH) can authors comment how flonimacid “disappear” from leave to rice grain?

What about possible byproducts and their toxicity?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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