Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_147262

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of High-Density Planting on Seasonal Incidence of Sucking Pests and Pink Bollworm, Pectinophora gossypiella in Cotton

	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.


	This study provides useful insights on how high-density planting influences pest incidence in cotton. It contributes to integrated pest management strategies and can assist farmers and researchers in adopting effective planting methods. The findings have practical relevance for sustainable cotton production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and reflects the study content well. No change required.
	

	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 informative. It may be improved by adding 1–2 key quantitative results and a concluding sentence highlighting the main implication of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and data analysis. Minor improvements in discussion and linking findings with earlier studies are suggested.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant; however, including a few recent studies (last 5 years) on high-density cotton planting and pest dynamics will strengthen the literature support.
	

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


	The language is generally good, but minor grammatical and formatting corrections are recommended for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and the tables/figures are appropriate. Minor revision will further enhance readability and scientific value.
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