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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 manuscript addresses a critical and timely issue in maize protection by systematically synthesizing recent evidence on the management of Dalbulus maidis, the principal vector of the corn stunt complex. Given the increasing economic losses, insecticide resistance concerns, and sustainability challenges in maize systems, this review provides valuable insights into the limitations of conventional chemical control and the growing relevance of integrated pest management strategies. The emphasis on transmission interruption rather than mere vector mortality represents an important conceptual advancement for vector-borne plant disease management. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to applied entomology, plant pathology, and sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 informative, clearly outlining the problem, objectives, methods, major findings, and conclusions. However, I suggest minor refinement by:

· Explicitly mentioning the number of studies included (n = 8) to improve transparency.

· Briefly stating that the review follows PRISMA 2020 guidelines within the abstract.
These additions would further strengthen clarity and methodological rigor.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology follows internationally accepted standards for systematic reviews (PRISMA 2020, PICO framework, JBI risk-of-bias tools). The interpretation of results is logical and well supported by cited literature. The discussion correctly contextualizes findings within current knowledge, particularly the shift from population suppression to transmission interruption. Minor methodological clarifications (e.g., justification for qualitative synthesis over meta-analysis) could further enhance robustness but do not compromise scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is adequate, current, and relevant, with strong coverage from 2021–2025, including high-quality journals (Scientific Reports, Pest Management Science, Neotropical Entomology, Agriculture, Insects). The citations appropriately support the arguments made. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear, professional scientific English. Terminology is used correctly and consistently. Only minor grammatical polishing may be required in a few long sentences, particularly in the Discussion section, but overall language quality is acceptable for publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The figures and tables are informative and well aligned with the text.

· The conceptual model of integrated control is particularly useful for practitioners and researchers.

· The conclusion is concise and clearly derived from the evidence presented.

· The manuscript aligns well with the journal’s scope and readership.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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