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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 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 manuscript is important as management of Rice gall midge is required in case it reaches above the economic injury level in rice. Management through novel insecticides may prove to be very important in sustainable agriculture practices. So this manuscript is very important for scientific community to conduct more studies in management of rice gall midge that may be sustainable as well as environment friendly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It may be
“Field Evaluation of Certain Granular and Foliar Insecticides Against Rice Gall Midge, Orseolia oryzae (Wood-Mason)”
	

	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 comprehensive.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript is scientifically correct but it would be better to take the trial in two consecutive years to draw more effective and authentic data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient but one or two more recent references can be included in the text. The reference of statistical analysis software of opstat by Dr OPS Sheoran is not included in the refence section, so it can be mentioined there.
	

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

	
Yes



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Paper is good but two years study could be better. Table of economics may be made separately to have a better view and understanding.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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