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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.


	· The study enhances understanding of enzymatic mechanisms involved in flubendamide resistance in Spodoptera litura.

· It provides field-based evidence linking detoxification enzymes with resistance development.

· The findings are valuable for designing effective insecticide resistance management strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quantitative Changes in Detoxification Enzyme Activity Associated with Flubendamide Resistance in Spodoptera litura from Vegetable Ecosystems of Rangareddy District
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the aim, methodology, key results, and conclusion of the study.

· No major additions are required; however, minor refinement is suggested to improve clarity and conciseness.

· The aim could be stated more specifically by mentioning the key detoxification enzymes studied.

· Repetition of methodological details may be slightly reduced, and wording related to “detoxification” may be made more cautious (e.g., “metabolic resistance”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound and the experimental approach used to assess detoxification enzyme–based resistance in Spodoptera litura is appropriate.

· Methodologies for insect rearing, bioassays, and enzyme estimation are based on established and well-cited protocols.

· Data interpretation is logical and supported by statistical analysis.

· Only minor revisions related to clarity, consistency, and cautious interpretation of resistance mechanisms are suggested.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are adequate but could be strengthened with more recent studies (2022–2025) on S. litura resistance to diamides.

· Suggested additions include recent work on P450-mediated detoxification, cross-resistance, and field resistance monitoring.

· Including 2–3 such references will make the discussion more current and relevant.
	

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


	· The manuscript’s language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires minor grammatical and stylistic corrections.

· Some sentences are long, repetitive, or awkwardly phrased, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.

· Minor issues include inconsistent capitalization, spacing around units, and occasional tense errors.
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