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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 (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 key area of the research seems to be biodiversity conservation and enhanced production of horticultural produce such as watermelons. By evaluating the impact of plants having insecticidal properties on beneficial Hymenopteran diversity in watermelon cultivation, it offers insights into how agroecological strategies can preserve pollinators and parasitoid communities while reducing dependence on synthetic organic/inorganic pesticides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase "associated with two insecticidal plants" looks unclear and inappropriate, due to which the readers might not immediately understand whether the plants were intercropped, used as sprays, or border planted.

Alternative Title: ‘Impact of Garlic and Lemongrass on Hymenopteran Diversity in Watermelon Cultivation in West Côte d’Ivoire’
	

	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 full Latin binomial list of species in the abstract may be excessive. Consider moving detailed species information to the main text and retaining only key representative taxa (e.g., Allium sativum, Apis mellifera, Polistes carnifex etc.).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study rightly explores the association between botanical insecticidal plants and Hymenopteran diversity, using ecological indices like Shannon, equitability and Margalef to assess community structure. However, some methodological gaps - such as unclear sampling techniques for pollinators, limited statistical analysis, and insufficient explanation of species roles - need to be addressed to ensure full scientific rigor and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a good number of references from the past ten years, which is rightly cited. However, to strengthen the scientific foundation and contextual relevance, it would benefit from revisiting additional recent studies, particularly those emphasizing pollinator diversity and ecosystem services, as well as agroecological practices in tropical systems.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the intended scientific message.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally well-written; however, scientific names are not consistently italicized or properly formatted throughout the text. Some keen attention to taxonomic conventions is needed to meet scholarly communication standards.
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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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