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	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 empirical evidence on the efficacy of neem and chili botanical extracts in managing Spodoptera frugiperda, a major agricultural pest, under real smallholder farming conditions in Zambia. The controlled experimental design yields reliable data supporting the integration of botanical insecticides into Integrated Pest Management frameworks, potentially reducing synthetic chemical usage. The findings address a critical knowledge gap in region-specific field trials, informing policymakers, extension services, and future research on sustainable pest management strategies in developing countries.
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	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, but it would benefit from a few refinements for greater clarity and scientific precision. Adding specific quantitative results, brief mention of statistical significance, and explicitly stating the experimental design would strengthen its methodological transparency. The background section could be slightly condensed to allow more emphasis on key findings, such as the lack of added benefit from the neem–chili mixture. Including a concise statement on the broader implications for Integrated Pest Management (IPM) would further enhance the abstract’s scientific value.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally **scientifically sound**, with an appropriate experimental design and findings that support its conclusions. However, it would benefit from clearer statistical reporting, including sample sizes, exact p-values, and verification of ANOVA assumptions. Adding more methodological detail and presenting variability measures would further strengthen the scientific rigor and reproducibility of the study.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a sufficient number of references, many of which are recent and relevant to fall armyworm management and botanical insecticides. However, adding a few globally recognized and foundational studies would strengthen the scientific depth and international relevance of the work. Including authoritative sources on FAW biology, neem’s mode of action, and botanical IPM strategies would enhance the literature base. Overall, the references are strong, but a few additional high-impact citations are recommended.

	

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


	The article is well-written and suitable for academic purposes, with a clear structure and proper scientific terms. It's professional and effectively communicates the research. Minor tweaks, like fixing grammar and sentence flow, would make it even stronger. Overall, it's meets academic standards, but a light edit would boost clarity and readability.
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