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	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.


	There is a critical need for sustainable and ecologically sound pest management strategies for the management of rugose spiralling whitefly in coconut. This study was undertaken to evaluate the efficacy of three integrated management modules combining biological control agents (Encarsia guadeloupae, Chrysoperla zastrowi sillemi), entomopathogenic fungi (Isaria fumosorosea), botanicals (neem oil), nutrient management, and mechanical trapping, compared to an untreated control under field conditions. The findings are expected to contribute to the development of eco-friendly, farmer-adoptable strategies for sustainable management of rugose spiralling whitefly in coconut.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript 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 sufficient and recent ones. However, three references have been added to make the concept very clear. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	In the Introduction three reviews have been added. 

Three references have been added.
The Conclusion part is being revised.

Carryout all minor corrections as indicated in the annotated manuscript.
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