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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	· This manuscript provides a comprehensive review of the structural characterization of antennae in stored grain pests, focusing on Coleoptera species. 
· It is important for the scientific community as it consolidates information on the morphology and sensory structures of antennae across various pest species, which is crucial for understanding their behavior and developing effective pest management strategies.
· The review also touches on current pest control methods, including eco-friendly alternatives to synthetic pesticides. 
· This information is valuable for researchers working on pest control and food security. 
· However, the manuscript could benefit from more critical analysis and discussion of the implications of these findings for future research and pest management practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "STRUCTURAL CHARACTERIZATION OF ANTENNAE OF STORED GRAIN PESTS (COLEOPTERA): A REVIEW" is suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that it's a review focused on the antennae of stored grain pests, specifically within the order Coleoptera.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering the main points of the review. 

· However, it could be improved by: 

- Adding a brief mention of specific sensory structures found in the antennae

- Including a sentence on the implications of this research for pest management

- Providing a clearer statement of the review's objectives
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	· The manuscript's structure is generally appropriate, with clear sections on introduction, morphology of antennae, comparative analysis of sensory structures, and pest management. 
· However, the organization within these sections could be improved for better flow and clarity. 
· The management section seems somewhat disconnected from the main focus on antennal structures and could be better integrated or expanded.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	· The manuscript appears scientifically robust as it draws from a wide range of sources and provides detailed information on the antennal structures of various stored grain pests. 
· The comparative tables and detailed descriptions of sensory structures demonstrate a thorough analysis of the available literature. 
· The inclusion of both morphological details and pest management strategies shows a comprehensive approach to the topic. 
· However, the scientific strength could be enhanced by more critical analysis of the findings, discussion of research gaps, and clearer links between antennal structures and pest behavior or control strategies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	· The references provided are sufficient and recent, covering a range of relevant studies and publications.
· Follow the Author’s guidelines for reference style and incitations.

· Check all the references should be provided for the mentioned incitations 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	· The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are numerous grammatical errors, typos, and awkward phrasings throughout the text that should be corrected. 
· For example, there are issues with subject-verb agreement, incorrect use of articles, and inconsistent formatting. 
· A thorough proofreading and editing process would significantly improve the manuscript's readability and professional quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Check punctuation marks

Italicize scientific names
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	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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