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	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.


	The experimental study compares the larval development of Plutella xylostella on three Brassicaceae species under laboratory conditions. The experiment is well organized, and the data are interpreted using formulas, methods, and statistical analyses appropriate to the study’s objectives. The paper contributes to understanding the degree of suitability of different Brassicaceae species for the development of a key pest affecting these crops. The results are useful for understanding the population dynamics of the species in relation to the host plant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well formulated and clearly and concisely reflects the aim of the study. As a suggestion for improvement, it could be made more specific by indicating that the experiment was conducted under laboratory conditions on three Brassicaceae species.
	

	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 includes the aim, the methodology, and especially the results obtained. Although it contains a substantial amount of condensed information from the results, it remains clear, concise, and sufficiently comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experiment is well organized, the results are analyzed using appropriate scientific methods, and the interpretations are accurate and realistic.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is extensive and up-to-date, including numerous recent references, which indicates that the topic addressed is current and of scientific relevance.
	

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


	From my point of view, the language used is correct in terms of English grammar. The sentences are short and free of ambiguities.
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