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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript provides significant information on the morphometric variations of the Nilaparvata lugens, across different geographical regions of India. The findings are crucial for entomologists, pest management professionals, and agricultural researchers, as they can inform region-specific strategies for monitoring and controlling BPH outbreaks. The data generated may also contribute to better understanding of pest evolution and resistance mechanisms, thereby supporting sustainable rice cultivation practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, But It can be modified as follows:
Regional Morphometric Diversity in Brown Planthopper (Nilaparvata lugens Stål) Populations in India
	

	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, But incorporating the following suggestion will make it better: A clear statement like "This study aimed to analyze morphometric variation among BPH populations from different Indian regions to identify potential regional adaptations or biotypic divergence." 
It should summarize which traits varied significantly and what those variations might imply. For instance, differences in tibial spur length or head size among populations could suggest environmental or evolutionary influences.

Consider adding a line like: “These findings may contribute to better understanding of pest adaptation and inform region-specific management strategies.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Objective, methodology, data analysis, and references are appropriate. But consider revising article with following suggestions:

Change ‘brachpterous’ to ‘brachypterous’.

No attempt is made to link morphometric differences with environmental or agronomic variables (e.g., climate, rice variety). Including or acknowledging this limitation would improve transparency.

Include a brief conclusion summarizing the key findings and their relevance to entomological research and pest management strategies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Ensure all references are formatted according to the target journal’s guidelines.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though the manuscript seems generally well written, authors may give care to improve the language a little more. 
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