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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	The manuscript provides an in-depth analysis of ecological engineering as an environmentally friendly pest management approach. The global concerns about pesticide resistance together with environmental degradation and biodiversity loss make the presented study explore more effective natural pest control methods. The paper unites different pest management approaches including habitat manipulation and push-pull strategies and floral strips through case study examples. The research results offer significant value to both agricultural sustainability and ecological pest management practices for researchers along with agronomists and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate, but it could be more precise in reflecting the content.
Suggested Alternative: "Ecological Engineering in Pest Management: A Multidisciplinary and Sustainable Approach."
This revised title emphasizes sustainability while clearly indicating the focus on pest management.
	

	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 broad overview but requires minor revisions for clarity and completeness:

· Clearly mention key methodologies or strategies discussed.

· Include a brief reference to the case studies for better contextual understanding.

· Improve grammatical clarity.

For example, the sentence in the existing abstract "The purpose of ecological engineering is to maintain a healthy agroecosystem in which crops and their habitats are manipulated for the well-being and inconvenience of natural enemies and pests." can be replaced with the following sentence for more accuracy and rational writing:
"Ecological engineering aims to maintain a balanced agroecosystem by strategically manipulating crops and habitats to enhance the survival of natural enemies while limiting pest populations."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but requires clarification and additional citations in some areas:

· The distinctions between top-down and bottom-up control strategies need further explanation.

· The concept of "chocolate box ecology" lacks proper explanation and references.

· The limitations section should explicitly discuss possible trade-offs in ecological engineering, such as land use concerns.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the reference list covers relevant studies, some recent works should be incorporated (especially from 2020-2024).
Some references appear to be placeholders (e.g., 2025 sources), which must be verified.
Some references are not correctly cited in the text. For example “Gurr (2004)” is cited as a single author but actually in the mentioned study there are multiple authors. The citation should be corrected. 


	

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


	The language is mostly clear but contains grammatical errors and awkward phrasing.
Some sentences are overly complex and should be simplified for better readability.
Specific areas needing revision:

· The introduction contains long, convoluted sentences that should be broken down for clarity.

· Inconsistent phrasing: e.g., "higher the cost of crop cultivation" should be "increasing the cost of crop cultivation."
The manuscript should be professionally proofread for grammatical correctness and academic clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· A visual representation (e.g., a conceptual diagram) of ecological engineering strategies would improve comprehension.

· The case studies are valuable, but summarizing them in a table format would improve readability.

· More comparisons with conventional pest management strategies would strengthen the discussion.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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