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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 is an interesting manuscript which holds relevant importance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive review of Spodoptera frugiperda (fall armyworm), a widely invasive and economically devastating pest. This manuscript enhances comprehension and readiness against invasive pest species in India, essential for sustainable agriculture and food security. I read this manuscript with interest. So, I think that it deserves attention for publication, and i suggest MINOR REVISIONS as a review article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I appreciate the title, it fits with the content of the manuscript.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	Regarding the Abstract, it is relatively well written but i suggest to add a reference : Rows 3: About the host range of FAW, please add a new reference (Kenis et al. 2022).
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct and it conforms to the standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	I was impressed by the references; the writer cites various references, most of which are recent.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. The writer uses simple sentences, which are easy to be understood by everyone.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	There are just a few references that need to be standardized. Such as :
Row 4 on paragraph about Genetics. Please between these references (Pashley 1992, Groot et al. 2008), Please change ( , ) by ( ; ).
Same comment for :
Row 6 in paragraph 2 of the part Susceptible Host Plants: (Nurkomar et al. 2023, Ouda, 2024).
The manuscript was exciting and well written.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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