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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 study provides useful field-based and molecular evidence on the distribution and severity of Spodoptera frugiperda in maize-growing regions of Côte d’Ivoire. Such region-specific data are important for understanding pest dynamics in West Africa and for improving monitoring and management strategies. The integration of field surveys with molecular identification strengthens the reliability of the findings. Overall, the manuscript adds valuable baseline information for future research and pest management programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the focus of the study on population analysis of Spodoptera frugiperda in maize-growing regions of Côte d’Ivoire. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and scientific precision.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, key results and conclusions of the study. However, clarity could be improved by briefly specifying the molecular approach (COI gene analysis) in the methodology section of the abstract. In addition, the conclusion could be slightly strengthened by clearly stating the practical implication of the findings for pest management. No major deletions are necessary, but minor refinement for conciseness and flow is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the methodologies employed for field assessment, molecular identification and data analysis are appropriate and well-established. The results are generally consistent with the methods described and are supported by relevant literature. Minor inconsistencies in terminology and some repetitions in the results and discussion sections could be addressed to improve scientific clarity, but these do not affect the overall validity of the study.


	

	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 mostly up to date but it’s not formatted according to the guidelines. Moreover, the references are not uniformly written and adding a few recent studies on fall armyworm population genetics or molecular diversity would further strengthen the manuscript.

	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Nevertheless, there are several grammatical issues, typographical errors and inconsistencies in tense and formatting that should be corrected. A careful language revision would significantly improve readability and overall presentation.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important agricultural problem and is relevant to researchers, extension workers and policymakers involved in maize production and pest management. Improving the structure of the results and discussion sections, reducing redundancy and refining the conclusion to better reflect the study’s contributions would enhance the manuscript. With minor to moderate revisions, this work has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature on fall armyworm management in West Africa.
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