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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 focuses on the management of fall armyworm, an invasive pest that poses a serious threat to maize production. The study provides field-level evidence on the effectiveness of an integrated pest management approach under farmer’s conditions. Such on-farm evaluations are important for translating research recommendations into practical applications. The findings may be useful for researchers, extension personnel, and policy makers working on sustainable pest management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the subject, crop, pest, and management approach evaluated in the study. It accurately represents the content of the manuscript and does not require modification.
	

	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 clear and generally comprehensive, covering objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions. It may be improved slightly by mentioning the scale of the on-farm trials (number of farmers or locations). Including a brief statement on the practical implications for farmers could further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The experimental design, data collection methods, and statistical analysis are appropriate for on-farm trials. Results are presented clearly and support the conclusions drawn. Minor clarification on the selection and rotation of insecticides within the IPM module would improve scientific clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequately cover the topic of fall armyworm and integrated pest management. Recent studies have been included, which strengthens the manuscript. No additional references are considered essential at this stage.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical corrections may be required in some sections, but these are minor and do not affect the overall understanding of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is practically relevant and well aligned with extension and applied research objectives. A brief discussion on long-term sustainability or integration with non-chemical control measures could further enhance the manuscript. Overall, the paper requires only minor revisions.
Minor Revision: 

The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically appropriate, and relevant to applied agricultural research. The results are clearly presented and supported by data. Minor revisions related to clarity, presentation, and explanation of certain methodological aspects are suggested to further improve the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study was conducted as on-farm trials under routine agricultural practices, and no experiments involving humans or animals were performed. The research appears to follow standard agronomic and extension research protocols.
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