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	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.


	The study is important for smallholder farmers and agroecological researchers those wanted to reduce use of pesticides and enhancing natural enemy populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ok! But... Author should emphasizes the "field evaluation" and "ecosystems," in the title for better reflecting the scope of the research
	

	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.


	Author should include key numerical outcomes in the abstract along with this clarify which module is best (e.g., Module 2 for parasitism, Module 3 for trap catches).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically written but in material and methodology, its written in point wise and not cited the methods which is used in the writings, some points indicating no transparency e.g. no trap data for Module 2.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Author should read the author guidelines of the journals for the references some references seems to be not as per the guidelines 
	

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


	Yes..here like et al. should be consistently italicized, minor grammatical error also noted, make them in academic flow, so suggesting minor editing to improve the academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Table seem to be not reader friendly I suggest to split the table in three focus like (i) Whitefly population dynamics (ii) Parasitism and predator data (iii) Trap catch records. I suggest top use the MS Excel for better understanding and its interpretations also not in academic flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Yogesh R. Urdukhe, Dr. BAMU, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


