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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 study addresses a highly relevant and important topic by providing a comprehensive checklist of tri-trophic associations involving aphidophagous ladybird beetles (Coccinellini) in India. This work is particularly valuable for documenting from relatively underexplored regions like northeast India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is fine but too lengthy. I suggest changing the title to more appropriate one like “Tri-trophic Associations of Six Aphidophagous Coccinellini Genera in India” The genera names could be listed in the abstract/introduction rather than title.


	

	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 summarizes the scope and key findings. The objective of the study is clearly articulated, making it easier for readers to understand the focus and significance of the research. However, there is no clear conclusion, which is crucial for summarizing the findings and emphasizing the implications of the study. I suggest I revising the abstract and provide a concise conclusion that highlights the broader impact of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a comprehensive, focused, and scientifically sound approach. Provide a more thorough discussion of the findings in the context of
existing literature on ladybird beetle diversity, particularly in India and neighboring regions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The References are sufficient and include recent works.
	

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


	The English language used in the manuscript is generally understandable, but it contains minor grammatical errors, complicated phrasing, and subject-verb agreement.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Accept after Minor Revisions (subject to substantial English correction, revised the abstract and enhanced discussion)
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


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