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	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 article offers significant added value to the scientific community such as:
It introduces an innovative sustainable approach to controlling pests.
It will provide further research avenues in agriculture and the sustainable management of agroecosystems.
It has utility across various research domains.
It serves as a comprehensive and well-illustrated reference for subsequent research in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is well-illustrated and effectively reflects the article's content. However, it would be advisable to clarify the abbreviation in the title. 
	

	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 abstract is well-written, covering all the structural components, but we notice that some abbreviations in the abstract aren’t clarified: SPLAT-PBW / SPLAT-BSFB / SPLAT-MAT / BT / ME.
The keywords are missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, the article is not written in a scientific approach.
	

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

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


	The language used in this manuscript is clear and easy to understand. There were no difficulties in reading it.
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