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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.


	The manuscript advances knowledge on the seasonal behavior of Tetranychus urticae under protected rose cultivation and highlights the role of temperature and humidity in pest outbreaks. It further provides practical, research-based solutions for effective mite management, contributing to more sustainable and informed floriculture practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main objectives 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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the aims, study design, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. However, a few improvements are suggested to strengthen clarity and scientific impact.
1. Reduce excessive methodological details (e.g., exact observation intervals) to keep the abstract concise.

2. Add 1–2 key quantitative results (such as peak mite incidence or highest percent control achieved).

3. Clearly highlight the novelty of the study, particularly its relevance to protected cultivation conditions.

4. Emphasize the implications for integrated pest management (IPM) in the conclusion.

5. Slightly streamline wording to improve clarity and flow without changing scientific content.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the study objectives, covering key aspects of spider mite biology, seasonal incidence, and management under protected cultivation. However, I recommend to include a few more recent references, particularly on integrated pest management (IPM), acaricide resistance, and climate or protected-environment effects on mite populations.
Suggestions:

1. Van Leeuwen, T., Tirry, L., Yamamoto, A., Nauen, R., & Dermauw, W. (2015). The economic importance of acaricides in the control of phytophagous mites and an update on recent acaricide mode of action research. Pesticide biochemistry and physiology, 121, 12-21.
2. Shankar, U., & Abrol, D. P. 30 Integrated Insect Pest Management.
3. Al-Hamawandy, S. A., Shahrabani, S. M., & Aljuboory, A. B. (2024). Integrated Mangmant of the Oriental Citrus Mite EutetranychusOrientalis (Klein). Journal of Kirkuk University for Agricultural Sciences, 15(1).
4. Tabasum, S., & Buhroo, A. A. (2023). Impact of abiotic stresses on the population dynamics of Tetranychus urticae Koch (Acari: Tetranychidae) on vegetable crops in Kashmir. International Journal of Tropical Insect Science, 43(1), 61-72.
	

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


	The overall English language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication, and the scientific content is understandable. However, I suggest that the authors check the language and formatting carefully, as there are instances of inconsistent tense usage, incorrect or missing articles, and occasional subject–verb agreement errors. Some sentences are repetitive or overly long, and minor inconsistencies are present in formatting, scientific style, and reference presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound and addresses an important topic in protected floriculture, offering useful insights for pest management. Only minor revisions in language, formatting, and references are needed to improve clarity and presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No.
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