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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 provides valuable field-based evidence on how Larinus latus infestation influences the growth and reproductive performance of Silybum marianum, contributing to a clearer understanding of plant–insect interactions under natural conditions. The findings are particularly important for weed ecology and biological control research, as they highlight the potential regulatory role of herbivorous insects on invasive or economically important plant species. By generating data under Egyptian field conditions, the study adds region-specific insights that are often underrepresented in the global literature. Overall, the work supports informed decision-making in integrated weed and pest management strategies and offers a foundation for future ecological and applied entomological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable in this article
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive as it clearly outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and significance of the study in a concise and well-structured manner. It is suggested to briefly include quantitative highlights of the major results to strengthen the impact of the abstract. Additionally, a short concluding statement emphasizing the broader implications for weed management or biological control would further improve clarity and relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the study design, methodology, and data analysis are appropriate to address the stated objectives. The results are logically interpreted and well supported by field observations and relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include relevant studies that support the objectives and discussion. However, incorporating a few more recent references from the last 3–5 years would further strengthen the scientific relevance and contemporary context of the study.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical and stylistic refinements needed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript, as the study involves field observations and experiments that comply with standard scientific practices. The research does not involve human participants, vertebrate animals, or sensitive ethical concerns.
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