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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 (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 addresses a relevant and timely topic with clear implications for pest management and sustainable agriculture. The study contributes valuable field-based evidence on the comparative performance of entomopathogenic fungi and botanical amendments, which are increasingly important due to restrictions on synthetic pesticides. The multi-year dataset enhances the reliability of the findings and supports their applicability to real-world production systems. Overall, the work provides meaningful insights that will benefit researchers, extension specialists, and practitioners involved in integrated pest management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 covers the main elements of the study; however, it would benefit from clearer structure and more concise reporting of results. Recommend adding specific numerical outcomes (e.g., percentage reduction in damage, yield improvement, or the best-performing treatment) to strengthen the impact. Additionally, the conclusion section of the abstract should explicitly state the broader implications of the findings for integrated pest management. Overall, the abstract is adequate but would be improved by clearer quantitative results and a more defined final statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, and the methodologies used are appropriate for field evaluation studies. The experimental design, replication, and statistical analyses seem adequate, although certain sections would benefit from more detailed explanation (e.g., environmental conditions, assumptions of statistical tests). The conclusions are consistent with the data presented. Minor clarifications could further strengthen scientific rigor but no major methodological flaws were detected.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant studies, but it could be strengthened by adding more recent literature (within the last 5–7 years) on entomopathogenic fungi and pseudostem weevil management. Including a few additional contemporary citations on Beauveria bassiana applications in banana systems would improve the literature grounding. Overall, the references are adequate but could be updated.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires moderate editing to improve clarity, grammar, and academic tone. Certain sentences are long, repetitive, or loosely structured, and the manuscript would benefit from professional language polishing to meet scholarly publication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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