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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides comprehensive insights into how temperature variations influence the life history traits of Plutella xylostella, a major agricultural pest. By analyzing detailed life table parameters under controlled conditions, the study identifies 28°C as the most favorable temperature for the pest’s survival and reproduction, offering valuable data for pest population modeling and management strategies. Such findings are particularly relevant in the context of climate change, where rising temperatures may alter pest dynamics and crop vulnerabilities. The research contributes significantly to integrated pest management programs by guiding the timing and implementation of control measures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are three polished alternatives:
1. Effects of Constant Temperature Regimes on Life Table Parameters of the Diamondback Moth (Plutella xylostella)
2. Temperature‑Dependent Life Table Dynamics of Plutella xylostella (Lepidoptera: Yponomeutidae)
3. Impact of Constant Temperatures on Survival and Reproduction of Plutella xylostella
	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative and data-rich, providing clear insights into the effects of temperature on Plutella xylostella.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content you provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its core structure, experimental design, and data interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references in your manuscript are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	the language of the manuscript is mostly understandable but requires moderate editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-designed and scientifically relevant study on the temperature-dependent life table parameters of Plutella xylostella. The research contributes valuable data for pest population modeling and has practical implications for integrated pest management under changing climatic conditions. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing for clarity and grammatical consistency. Additionally, including a few more recent references would strengthen the discussion and contextual relevance. Overall, the study is sound and merits publication after minor revisions.

The manuscript titled “Effect of Constant Temperatures on the Life Table of Plutella xylostella (Yponomeutidae; Lepidoptera) (Linnaeus)” presents a valuable study assessing the impact of three constant temperature regimes (24°C, 28°C, and 32°C) on the developmental and reproductive parameters of P. xylostella under controlled laboratory conditions. The study is relevant and timely, especially in the context of climate variability and pest population dynamics.

The experimental design is appropriate, and the life table analysis is thorough, providing key demographic metrics such as survival rates, fecundity, generation time, and net reproductive rate. The conclusion that 28°C is optimal for the growth and development of P. xylostella is well supported by the data.

However, the manuscript requires moderate revision in the following areas before it can be considered for publication:

1. Language and Grammar: The English language should be improved for scholarly clarity and flow. Several sentences are lengthy or grammatically awkward. A language editing service is recommended.

2. Reference Quality: While the current references are relevant, the inclusion of more recent literature (within the last 5–7 years) would enhance the scientific grounding and discussion section.

3. Abstract Structure: The abstract is informative but could be improved by summarizing the main findings more concisely and avoiding excessive numerical detail.

4. Formatting and Consistency: Ensure consistent use of scientific names (e.g., italicizing Plutella xylostella) and proper formatting of units (e.g., °C, days).

Overall, this is a well-conceived and potentially impactful manuscript. I recommend minor to moderate revision prior to acceptance.
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