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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.


	Mordenized agricultural practice is characterized by use of chemicals including insecticides and herbicides which are without doubt, harmful to soil organisms. The study identified with evidence, the toxicological effects of Coragen both on the the phenotypic and genetics of earthworms. This study is important since it clearly highlights the dangers of use of chemical insecticides on earthworm which play vital role in maintaining soil air thereby calling to mind,its careful use. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems to overlook the genotoxic aspec of the study which is extremely important and must be shown to showcase the objectives of the study.

I suggest the author broadens the title to capture the genetic aspect hence, “ Acute Toxicity Assessment and Genotoxic Effects of Coragen (Chlorantraniliprole) on Earthworms (Eisenia fetida)”


	

	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.


	1. The abstract started with an indentation. Though abstracts are supposed to be in a single paragraph,starting it with an indentation is unnecessary. 
I suggest that author removes the indentation in the first line of the abstract. 

2. It is usually advised not to use any form of abbreviations in the abstract section. 

I suggest that Author writes DNA in full or at least, write the meaning full meaning in the first mention.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Considering the scope and objectives of the study, I can say that the study is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent but not really sufficient.  Authur should reference more works. having 20 references for this study is low. author should consider having at least 30-40 references. Moreover, there are aspects that I suggest author should correct.
1. “Studies have shown that………” (pg. 2). I suggest that author should reference the study or studies so as to consolidate the claims.

2. “The ministry of Agriculture, Government of India, 2013” looks like a reference and if so, 2013 should be in bracket. If not (as I suspect due to the reference at the end of the sentence), author should rephrase. (According to a document by Ministry of Agriculture, Government of India in 2013,……)
3. Author should remove the “comma” in the reference (Oyeye, and Bhskar, 2023). It should be (Oyeye and Bhskar, 2023) according to APA referencing format which I guess author used.

4. Author should consider adding DOI of the references at the reference section according to new APA format unless the Journal permits it.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. I suggest author should reconsider the tense used in the methodology section. Methodology of a study is a replicable method followed by the author in the course of the study,hence should better be reported in past tense. For example, “earthworm was anesthetized using 5% ethanol”  instead of “Anesthetize the eartworm by using 5% ethanol”.
2. Authour should consider the grammatical state of the statement “Coragen is a broad-spectrum insecticide, with the active ingredient chlorantraniliprole, is a selective insecticide…….”. I suggest that author rather uses Coragen; a broad-spectrum insecticide, with the active ingredient chlorantraniliprole, is a selective insecticide…….”
3. Author should consider separating the “Result” section from “Discussion” section. The discussion should be distinct and should start with the summary of the results as the first sentence. Also, Authour should consider not discussing the study or giving the implication of the study in the “Result section”.
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	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 details)
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