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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 (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 so important to those who work in the biological control field.

· It needs some more photos for the male and female parasitoid.

· It is better to convert the table of the pest fluctuation to a histogram.

· It needs more details about the collections of the larval pests. 


	

	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.


	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

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

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


	To some extent
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is important, but it needs MAJOR revision before accepting for publication.

- All needed corrections were mentioned in their places.

- The introduction is very long, comprising many repeated paragraphs concerning the same information. I suggest rewriting the introduction to be concise and more detailed.

- In the introduction: The yellow part was repeated once more (the blue part), please remove one of them (the blue one). 

- In Materials and Methods: Why did the author not calculate the sex ratio of the resulted pupae in each cluster throughout the experimental period??

- In Materials and Methods: The author did not mention the experimental design of his work and how many replicates (plots) the author used; in addition, is the area (4m² of cut clover) for each replicate (plots) or for the whole experimental area??

- The author did not mention the protocol of S, exigua larval collection, and/or the tool used. How could larvae from the cutting plants be collected??.

- In the Results part:

- The author did not perform any statistical analysis in this work, while he/she mentioned that there was a “significant positive correlations between the population of the pest and parasitism level”. How did the author calculate this correlation??  

- All means in all tables must be followed by (±SE), but not as solid numbers. 

- In the Discussion part:

The author did not discuss his obtained results with others but just mentioned some facts about the clover and some hosts of the parasitoid in this work. So, the discussion must be rewritten with more accuracy and details.  
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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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