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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it contributes valuable insights and data to an area of growing relevance. It addresses critical gaps in current knowledge, offering novel findings and perspectives that can inform future research and policy decisions. By presenting a robust methodology and clear analysis, the manuscript enhances the understanding of its subject and sets a foundation for further investigation. Its implications extend beyond theoretical interest, offering practical applications that may benefit both academia and society at large.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title, “Evaluation of Integrated Management Modules for Rugose Spiralling Whitefly (Aleurodicus rugioperculatus) in Coconut”, is clear, informative, and reflects the main objective of the study—evaluating integrated pest management strategies against a specific pest in coconut. However, it could be slightly refined to better emphasize the experimental and eco-friendly approach.
	

	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, summarizing the objective, methodology, key results, and conclusion.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, relevant, and recent (mostly between 2016–2020). They cover foundational studies on Aleurodicus rugioperculatus, its biological control, and relevant IPM approaches.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a well-executed field study on sustainable pest management in coconut, addressing a pressing issue for tropical agriculture. The integration of biological, botanical, and cultural methods is timely and aligns with global trends toward eco-friendly pest control. With minor revisions in language and structure, the manuscript will make a valuable contribution to the scientific community and extension efforts.
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