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	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 review covers the critical issue represented by Helicoverpa armigera, a devastating pest causing severe economic losses in legumes, particularly in chickpea. The manuscript collects all varieties of research findings about the seasonal patterns and IPM strategies in a single point of access, thus being an informative. The manuscript highlights the comparison of the effectiveness between chemical and biopesticides, promoting more sustainable farming activities. This manuscript is of both timely and critical importance to the participants in the scientific research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is descriptive and aligns well with the content. However, for enhanced clarity and conciseness, the title could be revised as:

Integrated Management and Seasonal Dynamics of Helicoverpa armigera in Chickpea: A Review
	

	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 key points but can be improved for clarity. Suggested changes:

- Remove repetition ('also called the legumes pod borer… also called')

- Clearly state it is a review article and not an experimental study

- Rephrase awkward sections like 'new insecticides, such as bio-pesticide' to 'novel management strategies, including biopesticides'
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct and well-supported by literature. However, some statistical methods are mentioned without adequate clarity (e.g., transformation of values), and there is inconsistent distinction between primary data and review synthesis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, covering studies from 2000 to 2024.

You may consider including more international references on resistance management or biocontrol innovations (e.g., publications from Journal of Pest Science, Crop Protection, etc.) to increase global relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language editing for grammar and sentence structure.

Some phrases are redundant or unclear (e.g., “It is a major pest... also called”), and transitions between sections can be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- Include a figure summarizing seasonal dynamics from cited studies.

- Consider tabulating pesticide efficacy results for clarity.

- Ensure consistent formatting (e.g., scientific names in italics).

- The “Materials and Methods”  and “Result and Discussion” section is not suitable for a review article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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