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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Because it offers a critical evaluation of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) in agricultural systems, illuminating its advancements and potential futures, this publication is of great scientific significance. It provides insightful information that can guide sustainable agriculture practices and decision-making by assessing the efficacy of IPM solutions. For academics, politicians, and agricultural practitioners, the manuscript's thorough examination of IPM's advantages and disadvantages provides a thorough understanding of both its practical difficulties and ecological advantages. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "A Critical Review on Evaluating Integrated Pest Management in Agricultural Systems: Progress and Prospects" is suitable as it accurately reflects the content and focus of the article.
Alternative title "Evaluating the Effectiveness of Integrated Pest Management in Agriculture: A Critical Review"
	

	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.


	The provided abstract appears to be informative and well-written. A couple aspects, nevertheless, may be improved for precision and clarity. Here are some ideas for enhancements:
"Eradication through Pesticides" clarification: The phrase "In contrast to traditional practices that focus solely on eradication through pesticides" may need a little revision. The word "eradication" may be a bit excessive, even if traditional methods frequently rely significantly on chemicals for pest management. Perhaps it would be more correct to state that traditional methods of managing pests frequently rely significantly on pesticides.

	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	It is well-structured manuscript because it has distinct subsections that make sense and flow from one to the next, which improves the document's readability and overall coherence.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This article thorough assessment of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) in agricultural systems makes it technically sound and scientifically sound. The work shows a deep comprehension of IPM's tenets and procedures, backed up by a critical evaluation of its advantages and disadvantages. The focus on numerous pest control strategies, yield protection potential, and ecological benefits are all in line with the body of research on sustainable agriculture. Furthermore, the manuscript's focus on the significance of biological controls, monitoring, and preventative measures shows a thorough comprehension of the challenges associated with controlling pest populations while reducing negative effects on the environment and human health. Overall, the manuscript's meticulous analysis of the topic, well-supported arguments, and conformity to current scientific understanding of IPM demonstrate its scientific validity.

	

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

-
	yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	When assessing a manuscript's structure and subsections, keep the following general rules in mind:

Logical Flow, Coherence and Clarity, Every subsection should have a distinct goal and support the manuscript's overarching objective. 
Depth and Balance: The depth and scope of various facets of the subject matter should be balanced among subsections. 
Engagement: The reader should be kept interested in the subject by the subsections. To improve engagement, think about using a variety of techniques, like case studies, examples, or images.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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