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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 manuscript addresses a critical issue in palm oil production: the dual impact of insect pests on both crop yield and oil quality. By demonstrating how Prosoestus minor and  P. sculptilis reduce oil content and alter fatty acid and vitamin composition, the study offers useful insights for integrated pest management and food quality control. It provides pathways for further investigation into how physiological stress induced by pests affects lipid biosynthesis in oil crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the content and scope of the study accurately. It is specific, informative, and mentions both the pests and the plant system.
	

	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 well structured and presents the objectives, methods, main results, and key conclusion. However, it would benefit from adding the specific statistical methods used (e.g., Student’s t-test, ANOVA) to strengthen scientific clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (CRD with 4 replications), sample processing, and analytical methods are appropriate. However, a clearer description of statistical assumptions (normality tests and model validation) would enhance the rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are recent and relevant, especially those from 2018 onwards. You may consider adding one or two additional citations regarding fatty acid metabolism under biotic stress in oil crops to strengthen the biochemical interpretation section.
	

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


	The English is generally clear  with only minor grammatical issues. A light language edit is recommended for improved readability, especially in the Methodology section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are clear, but Table 4 needs formatting attention (decimal consistency). Ensure unit measures are aligned and clearly defined in headers.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues identified. The study does not involve humans or vertebrate animals.
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