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	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.


	The manuscript presents useful findings on the dose-dependent performance of modern insecticides against Earias vittella, a major pest of okra. The results provide practical recommendations for farmers and extension agencies. The study strengthens available knowledge on dose optimization and contributes to safer, more efficient pest-management practices. The work is relevant for researchers working on vegetable entomology and crop protection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear, and reflects the content of the work.
	

	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 generally clear and informative. However:

1. It is slightly long; consider shortening by removing repeated numerical values.

2. Add one concluding sentence highlighting practical implications for farmers.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, data collection, and analyses are appropriate and clearly described. Results are consistent and well supported by the literature. Only minor improvements in explanation and clarity are required.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include recent studies. 

A few more recent citations (2021–2024) on IPM or chemical dose optimization in vegetable crops may further strengthen the discussion, but this is optional.
	

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


	Language is understandable but requires minor English polishing for grammar, sentence clarity, and flow, especially in the Introduction and Discussion.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall scientific content of the manuscript is acceptable; however, the formatting does not follow the ARRB journal guidelines. I recommend revising the document to ensure consistency in font style, size, and spacing. Please use Times New Roman throughout the manuscript, with 12-pt font for the main text, 14-pt bold for the title, and 11-pt font for the abstract, tables, and references. All sections should be formatted with single line spacing, justified alignment, and uniform spacing without extra blank lines. Kindly revise the manuscript accordingly so that it meets the journal’s standard formatting requirements.
Improve paragraph transitions in the Introduction.

Ensure all units (g/L, ml/L, ton/ha) follow journal formatting guidelines.

Figures and tables are clear, but legends may be slightly improved for readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues detected.
	


Reviewer details:

Kamal Yadav, Nagaland University, India 

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


