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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presentation of descriptions lacks precision and clarity, resulting in ambiguity for readers. Therefore, I recommend major revisions, and it is imperative that the authors address these comments to enhance the manuscript's quality. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	-This study is considered a review, so the word "A review" should be added to the title.
-Since the study deals with post-harvest losses of vegetables due to pests, as a review, the title of the paper should be revised as it includes broader terms that are not relevant to the scope 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.


	-The abstract needs to be reframed. Numerical results need to be incorporated with abstract results.
-Scientific names must be written correctly. The full scientific name of an insect (animal) species that is being studied must be given together with the authority and the order and family placement when first mentioned in the abstract and the main text.
The genus name should be abbreviated thereafter with the exception that the full form of the scientific name should be used when beginning a sentence.

-Scientific names must be written in italic.

- Keywords should not be repeated in the title.
-Introduction section can be supported with some more recent related literature. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is generally acceptable scientific manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-No 
-References are too few. 

-The article needs to re-update the references, especially in the last years, so that it does not lack contemporary. 

	

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


	Language wise, it is acceptable, however, there are some grammatical mistakes throughout the manuscript which could be avoided.

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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