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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 study offers important information on the eco-friendly management of mustard aphids through the use of biorational insecticides. The results help to lessen the reliance on chemical pesticides and encourage safe, residue-free production of mustard. By comparing the effectiveness and cost-efficiency of Neem Seed Kernel Extract, Leccanium laccani, and Beauveria bassiana, the research supports the development of practical and sustainable pest control methods under integrated pest management (IPM). The findings are valuable for farmers, scientists, and agricultural planners aiming to improve mustard yield while maintaining environmental balance and sustainable crop production.
The study was conducted with careful experimentation and statistical analysis over two consecutive Rabi seasons to ensure reliability and scientific accuracy. The findings provide practical solutions for sustainable aphid management using eco-friendly biorational insecticides, which can help reduce chemical pesticide use and promote environmentally responsible farming. The authors believe that the results will be useful to researchers, extension workers, and farmers working toward sustainable mustard production and pest management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on evaluating biorational insecticides against mustard aphid in mustard under Kanpur region conditions.

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, covering the objective, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively. However, the following minor suggestions can improve clarity and conciseness:

1. Add the experimental duration (two Rabi seasons, 2023–24 and 2024–25) in the opening sentence for better context.

2. Include the experimental design abbreviation (RBD) only once to avoid repetition.

3. Briefly mention the statistical significance of the best-performing treatments (e.g., “NSKE @ 5% significantly reduced aphid populations and improved yield”).

4. Shorten the description of less effective treatments, as too much detail may reduce readability.

5. End with a concise concluding statement emphasizing sustainability or IPM relevance (e.g., “The results highlight the potential of biorational insecticides for sustainable mustard aphid management under field conditions”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In this study, the CD (Critical Difference) value should be up to three times the SEM (Standard Error of Mean) value or less. However, in all the tables, the CD values are more than three times the SEM values; therefore, the statistical analysis does not appear to be correct.
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	The references included in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the study.
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	minor grammatical corrections, sentence simplification, and consistency in tense  (acceptable but requires light editing)
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