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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 article shows that the significance of predation rates of different larval stages of Rhynocoris albopilosus could open up prospects for biological control. Stage 5 is more aggressive than the other larval stages. This stage has a predation efficiency very similar to that of males. Females were more aggressive than males at the adult stage. A female can consume approximately 6 adult Podagrica decolorata in 24 hours. These results make R. albopilosus a credible alternative to the use of chemical insecticides for the effective control of P. decolorata. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article “Assessment of Bio efficacy of the larval stages of Rhynocoris albopilosus for the control of Podagrica decolorata, a pest of okra in Côte d’Ivoire” is covers and focuses on the main idea of the study. However, to make it appealing and highlight the key results, we may suggest an alternative title:

Assessment of Rhynocoris albopilosus larvae against Podagrica decolorata, a pest of okra in Côte d’Ivoire’
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract of the article provides a very concise overview, but need to rewrite to enhance its impact and clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured, with each section properly organized. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the article are relevant and sufficient but require revisions to align with the journal's author guidelines. 


	

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


	The article is well-written and employs appropriate technical language for scholarly communication, making it suitable for publication after revision. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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