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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.


	This study provides valuable insights into optimizing Integrated Pest Management (IPM) for Tuta absoluta, a major pest of tomato. The comparative performance of two pheromone traps across phenological stages adds practical value to sustainable pest monitoring and control. It contributes to regional pest management strategies in tropical agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the study content. No modification needed.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It summarizes the objectives, methods, and key findings effectively. Suggest adding 1–2 sentences emphasizing implications for IPM adoption.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology, statistical analysis, and interpretation are scientifically robust. The use of a negative binomial GLM is appropriate for count data. Results are well-discussed and linked to previous findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are current and relevant (2020–2025). They sufficiently support the study context. No additions required.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written, with minor grammatical corrections suggested (e.g., consistent use of “Côte d’Ivoire” and “tomato crop” instead of “tomato crops”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are clear and well-labeled. The discussion logically connects results with implications for sustainable pest management. The study is regionally significant and could guide similar research across Africa.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified. Study conducted under standard experimental and reporting protocols.
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