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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 article is quite good as a field study, with precise data and practical relevance. This manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community, as it presents recent field evidence on the seasonal incidence of Leucinodes orbonalis on aubergines under the specific agro-climatic conditions of Rajasthan. By correlating pest attack dynamics with weather parameters, this study deepens our understanding of how climatic factors influence pest development and severity, which is crucial for developing predictive models. Such local insights are invaluable for designing effective integrated pest management (IPM) strategies, which can be adapted by farmers and extension workers in similar agro-ecological regions. Furthermore, these findings contribute to the broader literature on pest-climate interactions, supporting future comparative studies and policy recommendations aimed at sustainable aubergine production. However, for publication in a reputable international journal, strengthening the statistical methodology, condensing the introduction, and improving the reference format are required.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The advantage of the title is that it directly mentions the name of the pest: L. orbonalis and the host plant, namely eggplant. This shows a focus on seasonal incidence. However, the wording of the title is rather general. It does not effectively highlight the location of the research or its connection to weather factors, despite these being the main strengths of the study.
	

	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 of this article is quite comprehensive, as it covers the research objectives, namely assessing the seasonal incidence of Leucinodes orbonalis, the brief method of weekly observation, weather parameters, shoot and fruit infestation, the main results, low infestation at the beginning, a significant increase after 5–6 weeks, migration from shoots to fruit, and the implications of the importance of monitoring and integrated pest control strategies.

However, there are several areas for improvement to strengthen the abstract, such as adding brief quantitative data, for example, the minimum and maximum infestation rates in % for shoot and fruit damage. This would provide a clearer picture for readers without requiring them to refer to the table, clarifying the research location, as the abstract does not mention that the research was conducted in Rajasthan (specifically in Sirohi). Mentioning the location would add necessary context. The researchers could also include a brief analysis method, such as ‘correlation analysis was used to assess the relationship between weather and infestation levels’. Researchers should avoid overly general statements; for example, ‘low infestation at the beginning of growth’ could be reinforced with figures or comparisons. Researchers can simplify the wording because abstracts should be short, concise, and get straight to the main point, allowing for the elimination of some repetitive sentences.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound in its design, observations, and interpretations. The research follows standard field experiment practices in entomology, including weekly monitoring of pest incidence, analysis of correlations with weather parameters, and presentation of results in tables and graphs. The conclusions drawn are consistent with the data presented and in line with previous research findings, thereby strengthening the reliability of this work. However, several aspects could be improved to enhance the scientific results of this research. The methodology does not provide detailed explanations of the replication or experimental design, such as the number of plots/replications, which is essential for statistical validity.

Furthermore, the statistical analysis is still limited to correlation; the addition of other analyses, such as regression or ANOVA, would provide more substantial evidence of the relationship between weather parameters and infestation levels. The researchers have included images in the manuscript. Still, these are not clearly displayed in the manuscript description, which may reduce the clarity of the results presentation because the researchers do not link the images to the corresponding text in the manuscript description. 

Overall, this manuscript presents valid scientific findings, but the methodological details and depth of statistical  analysis need to be strengthened to make it more scientifically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references used are numerous and relevant, covering classic to recent literature, including citations from 2024 and 2025. This indicates that the author has kept abreast of the latest research developments related to the seasonal incidence of Leucinodes orbonalis on eggplant plants. However, researchers should note that the format consistency is still lacking because some references are written in full with links, while others are not. It is recommended that all references be standardised according to the citation style of the journal (APA, Harvard, or according to the guidelines of the target journal). Furthermore, although the references are up to date, with citations from 2024–2025, most of the literature is still from 2006 and 2013-2017. Emphasizing the most recent studies would strengthen the manuscript's position. Some references are listed in the bibliography but are not cited in the manuscript description, such as 'Humane,' 'Kadgonkar,' 'Kolhe,' and others. Researchers are requested to review the bibliography because what is referenced in the bibliography must be included in the substance of the manuscript description. 

Furthermore, the global context could be enriched, for example, by adding references related to the effects of climate change on horticultural pest dynamics, or international review articles on L. orbonalis and IPM strategies.

	

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


	In general, the quality of English in this manuscript is quite good and understandable for scientific communication, so that the central message of the research can be conveyed. The sentence structure is relatively straightforward, scientific terms are appropriately used, and the writing flow follows the standards of scientific articles, namely Abstract, Introduction, Methodology, Results & Discussion, Conclusion, and References. However, the style of language tends to be descriptive and repetitive in certain sections, particularly in the Abstract and Discussion. This could be condensed to make it more academic. The grammar in some sentences remains simple and occasionally deviates from academic rules, for example, the inconsistent use of tenses. The use of terms such as ‘it was observed that...’ or ‘they were either feeding on the crop or harming it’ is still too informal for a scientific article. Cohesion between paragraphs can be strengthened with more academic transitions, for example, by using phrases such as “Furthermore”, ‘In contrast’, ‘This finding suggests that...’.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this paper makes a relevant contribution to understanding the seasonal incidence of major eggplant pests and their relationship with climatic factors. The field data presented is quite detailed and helpful for researchers and agricultural practitioners, particularly in formulating integrated pest control strategies. However, with the improvements mentioned above, this paper has the potential to make a significant contribution to the literature on horticultural pest dynamics and control strategies.
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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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