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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.


	This manuscript provides original and useful data on the biology and population dynamics of Anomis sabulifera on four host plants. It supplies valuable information on how phytochemical composition affects the growth and reproduction of this pest, and it proposes a trap-cropping model for Integrated Pest Management (IPM). The study is important to the scientific community because:

It fills a knowledge gap on the comparative performance of A. sabulifera on Brassicaceae and Malvaceae crops.

It provides detailed quantitative data (stage-specific life tables and demographic parameters) which can be directly used in pest management modelling.

It suggests practical, sustainable strategies (multi-trap cropping) for reducing pesticide use and enhancing IPM programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title accurately reflects the content of the paper and highlights the species studied, the method (life table), and the host plants involved. No change needed.
	

	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 generally comprehensive. It clearly presents the pest, host plants, main findings and practical implications. Minor suggestion: condense the last two sentences to improve flow and highlight the main results (order of host preference, key demographic parameters).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The experimental design (randomised block, three replicates), the life-table approach, and the statistical analyses are appropriate. The data support the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references include very recent studies (2022–2025) and classical sources. A few additional references on trap cropping with Brassicaceae could further strengthen the discussion, but this is optional.
	

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


	Yes. The English is understandable and reasonably clear, but minor language editing (grammar, sentence length) would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are detailed and informative. Consider moving very large data tables to supplementary material to improve the flow of the main text. Figures or graphs summarising key life-table parameters could also help visualise differences among host plants.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent. The study deals with insect pests and cultivated plants and does not involve vertebrates or human subjects.
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