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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.
Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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.
Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.
Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments The paper is well-written but has a few areas that need improvement.
1. It offers a solid foundation, presenting detailed results and a practical focus on yield
enhancement and pest management.
2. However, the introduction lacks information about the specific impact of whiteflies, and
there is a weak connection between the objectives and the context of the introduction.
3. Additionally, the discussion section requires more clarity, as it contains repetitive
narratives, particularly concerning the superiority of chemical insecticides across
seasons. A more concise summary of the patterns observed over the two seasons
would enhance readability.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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