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	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 provides a valuable contribution to applied entomology and pest management research by examining the biological effects of different mineral oils on the life history traits of Myzus persicae, one of the most economically important and widely distributed aphid pests. By systematically evaluating changes in reproductive phases, fecundity, nymphal development, and adult longevity under controlled conditions, the study offers insight into how alternative, non-conventional control agents can influence aphid population dynamics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the main objectives and scope of the study.
	

	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 provides a clear and coherent summary of the study’s objectives, experimental design, key results, and broader implications. It effectively highlights the contrasting effects of the tested mineral oils on aphid development and reproductive performance. To further strengthen this section, the authors may consider briefly mentioning the statistical approach used (e.g., ANOVA) and clarifying the range of concentrations tested. Including a short statement on the potential implications for pest management would also enhance the practical relevance of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and based on an appropriate experimental design. The use of replicated laboratory trials, controlled environmental conditions, and standard statistical analysis (ANOVA) supports the reliability of the results. The life history parameters measured—nymphal duration, reproductive phases, fecundity, and adult longevity—are relevant and well-aligned with the study objectives. However, minor improvements are recommended in terms of consistency in data presentation (e.g., uniform reporting of mean ± SEM, consistent decimal places, and labeling of figures and tables) to improve clarity and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors may consider adding More  recent reviews on the role of mineral oils or botanical alternatives in integrated pest management to further strengthen the conceptual framework.
	

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


	Moderate language editing is advised to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence flow, and consistency in technical terminology.Attention should also be given to formatting issues, such as spacing, capitalization of species names, and uniform use of statistical symbols.
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