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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 important as it provides new evidence on the sublethal and genotoxic effects of chlorantraniliprole on Eisenia fetida, a key soil bioindicator. It highlights the need to include molecular biomarkers in pesticide safety testing and supports more sensitive, eco-friendly approaches for assessing environmental risks of modern agrochemicals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, your current title —
“Toxicity Assessment of Coragen (Chlorantraniliprole) on Earthworms (Eisenia fetida)” —
is clear and scientifically appropriate. It specifies the test chemical, organism, and focus of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-developed, covering all essential elements — background, methodology, key observations, molecular findings, literature comparison, and conclusion. It effectively communicates both the experimental design (OECD filter paper test and DNA gel electrophoresis) and the scientific significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate. It follows established OECD guidelines (Test No. 207) for acute contact toxicity in earthworms and employs a standard DNA electrophoresis technique to assess genotoxicity. The dose-dependent behavioral and molecular responses described are consistent with known toxicological patterns for chlorantraniliprole and comparable agrochemicals.
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors may consider the following optional improvements to enhance clarity and scientific impact:

1. Include quantitative data or visual documentation (e.g., photographs of behavioral responses or gel images) to support qualitative observations.

2. Add statistical treatment of results, if possible, to increase the robustness of findings.
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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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