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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 importance of this study lies in identifying the seasonal dynamics of major insect pests on little millet and determining the key weather factors influencing their population buildup. This knowledge supports timely implementation of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) strategies and helps reduce yield losses under rainfed agro-ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Population dynamics of major insect pests of little millet (Panicum sumatrense L.) in relation to weather parameters in eastern India
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions, but it lacks exact sample size, precise r values, and mention of statistical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally suitable for scientific communication, with clear objectives, structure, and terminology, but it needs minor improvements in introduction length, statistical analysis, and wording for higher-quality publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Repetition: Singh et al., 2025 is cited twice.Some references are not directly related to the crop.Some 2025 references may not yet be officially published. APA formatting is inconsistent.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the study is generally good. It is clear, understandable, and uses correct scientific terminology, but it requires minor linguistic editing to unify the style, correct some grammatical errors, and avoid exaggerated expressions to enhance scientific communication quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is important with a clear objective; methodology is acceptable but sample size is small and statistical analysis is limited; references need verification and direct relevance to the crop; language is good but requires minor corrections; analytical and graphical aspects should be strengthened to support the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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