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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 (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 highly significant to local and indigenous communities as it documents, preserves, and validates traditional knowledge on the use of forest plants as biopesticides knowledge that is increasingly at risk of being lost due to modernization and declining forest access. By highlighting region-specific pest management practices in Odisha, Jharkhand, Bihar, and Manipur, the study empowers rural farmers with low-cost, locally available, and environmentally safe alternatives to chemical pesticides. This manuscript contributes to community resilience by integrating indigenous knowledge with scientific research, supporting food security, environmental protection, and inclusive rural development while fostering respect for traditional ecological wisdom.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article is suitable, especially for publication in journals or proceedings focused on ethnobotany, sustainable agriculture, agroecology, environmental management, and community-based natural resource management.
	

	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 largely comprehensive, but it can be further strengthened to fully meet international journal standards. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and current.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications, but it need to proof read an English expert for scholarly publications
	

	Optional/General comments


	· There is a need to follow the prescribed format of the journal for publication.
· There is a need to add concluding concise statement in the introduction.

· Please improve the presentation of the methodology.

· There is a need to make some additional implications in the results and discussion as well as to support the recent findings

· The conclusions is strong
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

No ethical issues in this manuscript.
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