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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 contributes valuable information on the life table parameters of Nephus regularis as a biological control agent against Phenacoccus madeirensis. Such studies are essential for developing effective Integrated Pest Management (IPM) strategies. The data provided can aid researchers and practitioners in mitigating pest infestations, particularly in regions cultivating ornamental, vegetable, and fruit crops. This research supports sustainable agriculture by reducing reliance on chemical pesticides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is appropriate, informative, and clearly reflects the study’s content. No changes are necessary
	

	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 generally comprehensive but would benefit from the inclusion of key quantitative results, such as developmental durations and reproductive rates. Adding a concluding statement highlighting practical implications for pest management would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate. The experimental design, data analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate for the study’s objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate but could be improved by including recent studies (from the last five years) on biological control of mealy bugs or related predators. Consider citing newer works to enhance the manuscript’s relevance.
	

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

	

The language is generally clear but can be refined for better readability. Minor grammatical corrections and improvements in sentence structure are recommended (e.g., rephrasing redundant statements for conciseness)


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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