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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 addresses a critical issue in rice crop protection by evaluating fungicide–insecticide compatibility under field conditions.

· It provides scientific evidence supporting the safe and effective use of tank-mixed agrochemicals without loss of efficacy or yield.

· The findings contribute to improved integrated pest and disease management (IPDM) strategies, particularly under labor- and cost-constrained farming systems.

· The study offers practical insights valuable to researchers, extension workers, and policymakers for enhancing sustainable rice production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Efficacy of Hexaconazole 5% SC Against Sheath Blight and Its Compatibility with Insecticides in Rice

· Compatibility of Hexaconazole 5% SC with Insecticides for the Management of Sheath Blight and Insect Pests in Rice.
	

	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.


	· Abstract is informative but can be more concise.

· Add: Clear objective, key quantitative results, and practical implications.

· Delete/Reduce: Repetitive statements about compatibility and yield.

· Language and flow need minor refinement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.

· Experimental design (RBD with replications), treatments, disease and yield assessments, and statistical analysis are appropriate.

· Data interpretation and conclusions on compatibility of fungicide, insecticides, and micronutrient are consistent with the results.

· Minor improvements in clarity, conciseness, and presentation of quantitative data could further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references cited are adequate and relevant to rice sheath blight, insecticide–fungicide compatibility, and integrated pest management.

· Some references are slightly outdated; including more recent studies from the last 5 years would strengthen the manuscript’s currency and impact.

· Suggested addition: Recent publications on Hexaconazole efficacy, insecticide compatibility, and integrated pest management in rice from journals like Crop Protection, Journal of Plant Diseases and Protection, or Pest Management Science.
	

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


	· The language and English are generally understandable and convey the scientific content.

· However, there are repetitions, long sentences, and minor grammatical errors that affect readability.

· Refinement of sentence structure, conciseness, and consistency in terminology will improve clarity and meet scholarly communication standards.
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