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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 paper highlights the destructive termite species' infestation pattern, diversity, and control practices, that is, Microtermes and Odontotermes, resulting in heavy loss to agriculture, forestry, and horticulture. The paper aims at developing sustainable options to chemical management through the study of eco-friendly and integrated pest management (IPM) practices. By bridging the knowledge gap on biological and cultural control, the study helps in formulating environmentally responsible and effective approaches towards reducing the losses caused by termites
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It conveys the emphasis but could be made more scientific and precise. "Forest destroyer" is not very scientific, and "white ant" is avoided because termites are not ants. A more scientific title would make the manuscript more acceptable to the scientific fraternity. Alternative title :- A Review of Termite Infestation and Control Measures: Focus on Microtermes and Odontotermes
	

	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.


	It discusses the termite's destructive function, economic impacts, existing methods of control, and the necessity for Integrated Pest Management (IPM). Overall, it is useful but has areas that it can be enhanced on in order to make it more inclusive and according to journal expectations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  It’s scientifically useful but needs several corrections and clarifications before it’s “journal-ready.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate for background but not recent or sufficient for a 2025 publication. I recommend including 5–8 recent publications (2019–2023) on biocontrol, climate change, and global IPM strategies. This will make the review stronger, more current, and engaging for an international audience.
	

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


	The English quality is fair but not yet suitable for scholarly publication without editing. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article addresses a very relevant topic, as termites (Microtermes and Odontotermes) are globally significant pests causing immense injury in agriculture, forestry, and horticulture. Highlighting eco-friendly and integrated pest management (IPM) strategies is highly opportune for sustainable agriculture. However, several points need to be improved before submitting the paper for publication. The manuscript would benefit from reorganization to reduce duplication, clearer enunciation of objectives, and stronger conclusions linking pest biology to consequences in the field of management. Language editing to improve clarity, grammar, and scientific tone is also required. Substitution of the list of references by recent literature (2019–2023) on biological control, molecular taxonomy, and climate change effects would further strengthen the review. Including summary tables or figures (e.g., crops × species × management options) would make the document more readable and useful to researchers and practitioners.
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