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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 study characterizes the seasonal dynamics of hexapod natural enemies in the Terai rice ecosystem of West Bengal over two cropping seasons. The findings provide essential baseline data for understanding predator-prey interactions and ecological stability in rice agroecosystems. These insights support the development of biodiversity-based integrated pest management strategies tailored to subtropical rice-growing regions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable:
If I will be permitted to add, I will suggest that the author add the two seasons to the title. Like this:

Exploring the Hexapod Natural Enemy Complex in West Bengal's Terai Rice Ecosystem Across Two Growing Seasons
	

	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 is approximately 410 words. I don’t know the maximum number of words for this journal, but I will suggest that the author reduced the number of words to around 250 max. 
· Secondly, I will suggest that the abstract be formatted into a single paragraph. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodology:

· In the abstract, the author mentioned “20 sweeps were conducted per sampling session” but under the methodology session, “10 sweeps done in each sampling site”. They author should rectify the discrepancies. 
Also, for proper mathematical representation of the formulas, I suggest the table 2 be replace with the one that I have created for the author.

Table-2: Calculation of diversity indices: 
Simpson’s Index (D)

This index measures the probability that two individuals randomly selected from a sample will belong to the same species.

[image: image1.png]_ m-1
=Ing N T





Where:

· n = number of individuals of a particular species

· N = total number of individuals of all species

Shannon-Wiener index

This index accounts for both abundance and evenness of the species present.
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Where:

· Pi = proportion of individuals belonging to the ith species

Margalef Index (α)

This index is used to measure species richness.
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Where:

· S = total number of species

· N = total number of individuals

Pielou’s Evenness Index (E₁)

This index measures how evenly individuals are distributed across species.
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Where:

· H′ = Shannon-Wiener diversity index

· S = total number of species

 Also, i suggest table formulas be represented mathematically 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION: 

· In the discussion, the author does not make any refence to which table or figure. I suggest that author always indicate the reference table (example: (you can say, see Table 4 or figure 01)) from which the discussion is been made. 
I couldn’t find and correlation table. Since a lot of correlations where discussed, I suggest that the author form a correlation matrix table, indicating this relationship between the climatic data and the discussed hexapods 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they were sufficient 
	

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


	Yes, the language was will articulated and understandable. Although I will suggest that the author make some grammatical and structural rearrangement 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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