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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 research paper provides valuable insights into the population dynamics of the highly polyphagous pest Helicoverpa armigera, a major threat to sunflower, and its natural enemies under field conditions. The study integrates pest incidence data with key meteorological parameters and predator activity, highlighting the influence of weather on pest outbreaks and natural enemy responses. These findings pave the way for developing predictive models and weather-based pest management strategies in sunflower, a globally important oilseed crop. Overall, this research is significant in the context of changing climatic conditions and contributes to strengthening food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and effectively highlights the seasonal incidence of Helicoverpa armigera, the role of predators, and the influence of weather parameters. However, explicitly naming the specific predators studied would make it more precise and scientifically robust. Additionally, including a brief note on the practical scope of the findings in pest management would further enhance its value.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with field experiments replicated across two cropping seasons, ensuring reliability. The statistical analyses (correlation and regression) are appropriately applied and clearly establish the relationship between pest incidence and weather parameters. However, a few areas need improvement to enhance its scientific standards:

· Provide a clear rationale for choosing the two sunflower hybrids/varieties used in the study.

· Specify the experimental design adopted and justify the number of replications as per the design adopted.
· Mention the specific predators studied (e.g., coccinellids, lacewings, spiders) rather than only reporting the overall predator population, as this would strengthen the scientific value.

· Improve figure clarity: the graphs appear unclear, legends are incomplete (only blue bars are labelled, while orange bars lack labelling).

· Use the same scale across graphs for better comparison, instead of varying axis scales.

· Include future perspectives in the concluding remarks to emphasize the practical application of the research in pest management and strengthen its overall significance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and includes both recent studies until 2023 and classical work on insects in sunflower ecosystem as influenced by weather parameters. However,  inclusion of a few more recent studies on pest forecasting models and climate change impacts on insect pest dynamics could further enrich the reference list.  
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. It is well-organized, with ideas clearly presented and supported by appropriate technical terminology. However, minor editing particularly in the results and discussion sections would further enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Yes, overall the manuscript meets the standards expected for scientific publication. 
However, a few areas need to be addressed to enhance its scientific standards as mentioned previously  in the segment “Is the manuscript scientifically correct ?”

(Requires Major Revisions before publication)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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