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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.


	Evidence is provided regarding the sporadic incidence of the green beetle in maize and its relationship with climatic factors. The results offer useful information for understanding the population dynamics of the insect under field conditions. The study contributes to strengthening monitoring and preventive management strategies in regions vulnerable to this type of pest.
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	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.


	It is necessary to make modifications, as indicated in the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript contains several inconsistencies between the data presented and the conclusions drawn. Although the occurrence of Chiloloba acuta is described as sporadic and of low density, the text suggests significant impacts on the crop without quantitative evidence to support such claims. Visible foliar damage is reported, yet it is also acknowledged that yield was not affected, contradicting the interpretation of agronomic relevance. The manuscript attributes population patterns to climatic factors without statistical analysis, and broad management recommendations are made based on a study conducted at a single site and in a single growing season. Overall, the results do not justify the strong conclusions regarding risk or the generalized statements presented.
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	No, they are very few, and only two were published less than ten years ago.
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