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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 presents the first documented evidence of Vespa basalis directly feeding on ripe pear fruits in Himachal Pradesh, India. Such documentation is significant as it broadens the ecological role of hornets from being solely predators to also acting as direct fruit pests. The findings will be of interest to entomologists, horticultural scientists, and orchard managers, as they highlight a previously underexplored pest risk in commercial pear orchards. The study also proposes integrated management strategies, which adds practical value for growers. Overall, the manuscript fills a knowledge gap in insect–crop interactions and has regional as well as broader ecological implications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and reflects the main finding. It is suitable as it stands. If refinement is needed, a possible alternative could be: “First Evidence of Vespa basalis Acting as a Direct Pest of Pear (Pyrus communis) in Himachal Pradesh, 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It summarizes objectives, methods, results, and implications effectively. I recommend a minor adjustment to highlight explicitly at the beginning, and to briefly mention the sample size and methodological approach (50 fruits, three time intervals) to strengthen clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The sampling strategy, observational intervals, and identification methods are clearly described. Photographic documentation strengthens the validity of the claims. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented. However, statistical analysis could be expanded beyond descriptive percentages to reinforce the robustness of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, diverse, and include recent works up to 2024. They cover taxonomy, hornet ecology, pear production, and pest management. The only suggestion would be to include additional references on fruit pests in India for contextual comparison, if available, and perhaps a few works on wasp-fruit interactions in other regions.
	

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


	The language is clear, understandable, and suitable for scholarly communication. A few sentences are slightly long and could be made more concise, but overall, the manuscript is readable and professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are informative, but figure legends could be more detailed to stand independently. The discussion nicely ties observations to broader ecological and economic contexts. I suggest the authors add a short subsection on potential limitations of the study (e.g., limited sample size, single location, single season), which will make the work stronger and more balanced.
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