Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOB_131814

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Description of a New Species of Piezodorus Fieber (Hemiptera: Pentatomidae) With a Key to the Species of India

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it contributes to the taxonomy and biodiversity knowledge of the genus Piezodorus in India. The description of a new species enhances our understanding of species diversity within Pentatomidae family and provides valuable morphological data for further studies in systematics and ecology. Additionally, the inclusion of an identification key facilitates accurate species differentiation, aiding entomologists and researchers in future taxonomic and biodiversity assessments. This work not only expands the known distribution of Piezodorus genus, but also supports conservation and ecological research related to hemipteran insects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it clearly conveys the main focus of the article—the description of a new Piezodorus species and the inclusion of an identification key for Indian species. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and conciseness.
Suggestions:

A New Species of Piezodorus Fieber (Hemiptera: Pentatomidae) from India, with Identification Key

Or

Description of a New Piezodorus (Hemiptera: Pentatomidae) Species from India and Identification Key
	

	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.


	To make the abstract clearer and more impactful it can be improved.
Suggestions:

Briefly mention why the discovery is important (e.g., contribution to taxonomy, biodiversity, biogeography, or agriculture)

Mention the primary techniques or approaches (e.g., morphological analysis or imaging methods)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows the structure of a scientific paper. However, there are several aspects that need careful revision to ensure scientific accuracy. Firstly, the correct formatting of scientific names must be strictly followed: the genus name should be capitalized, the species name should be in lowercase, and both should be written in italics (Piezodorus brevis). Additionally, the Materials and Methods section requires more detailed information. The manuscript should specify the exact method used for collecting biological specimens, including GPS coordinates for each specimen to ensure precise documentation. The methodology for measurements should be described clearly to allow replication by other researchers. Furthermore, the process for preparing and examining the genital structures (genital armature) should be thoroughly explained.

By addressing these points, the manuscript will improve in scientific rigor, clarity, and reproducibility, making it more valuable to the research community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript should be carefully evaluated to ensure they are both sufficient and up to date. While the current bibliography may cover essential works, it would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies, particularly those published in the last decade. Recent literature can provide updated taxonomic insights, comparative analyses, and methodological advancements relevant to the study of genus Piezodorus. To strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to include additional references discussing modern taxonomic approaches, recent species descriptions and studies on the biodiversity and distribution of Pentatomidae. This will enhance the scientific credibility of the paper and demonstrate its relevance within the current research landscape.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, it would benefit from a thorough review by a native English speaker or a professional proofreader to ensure accuracy, clarity, and fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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