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	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 significant as it clarifies the influence of climatic factors on the population dynamics of two major chickpea pests, Helicoverpa armigera and Agrotis ipsilon. The results provide a valuable scientific basis for predicting pest outbreaks and developing sustainable management strategies to minimize crop losses.
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	Add a short sentence about the importance of chickpeas and their pest damage.
It is best to include the overall message of the research for the scientific community at the end of the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the current review, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research methodology is well-defined, the data has been properly analyzed, and the conclusions are consistent with the presented evidence
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	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent sources.
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Based on the current review, no ethical issues have been identified in the manuscript. The content aligns with principles of academic integrity, and there is no indication of misconduct such as plagiarism, data manipulation, or inappropriate authorship.
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