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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 research presents new sources of data on the functional response of Coccinella undecimpunctata to various aphid species. It shows promise as a biological control agent and provides a solid basis for the development of integrated and ecologically sustainable aphid management programs.

This research also contributes to our understanding of prey-predator interactions, demonstrating the value of C. undecimpunctata and the most suitable life cycle for biological control programs, and provides insight into the optimization of biological control strategies in agroecosystems.

This work will significantly contribute to the scientific community by organically linking the fields of fundamental ecology regarding the functional response to agricultural crop protection applications. Furthermore, it lays the foundation for the rational use of C. undecimpunctata as a sustainable alternative to chemical insecticides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Just a small suggestion, but it could be improved slightly to comply with the rules of international scientific journals. The title is appropriate; I suggest replacing "Dependent Functional Response" with a more appropriate phrase like "Functional Response" because the word "Dependent" at the beginning is unclear, and "Functional Response of" is used instead.
	

	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 summary is clear and comprehensive.

Key words: Aphis pomi, coccinellids(1), Coccinella undecimpunctata, functional response, handling time, predator(2) .

(1); Broad and generic term must be eliminating.
(2) ;Too general, it must be clarified therefore replace with Biological control.
The keywords will be ;

Coccinella undecimpunctata, Aphis pomi, Aphis spiraecola, Functional response, Handling time, Biological control.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are scientifically sound, but they are too focused on classics and ancient works. Some recent work (2018–2024) should be added to show that the article is part of recent, current research and not ancient research.
Around 39 references, the norm for a fairly good article, with only one recent reference, Ahmed's from 2024...

There are not many references from the last 10 to 15 years; however, there are too many older references, from between 1972 and 2010 very notable lack, especially on functional response and biocontrol.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The results confirm the species' potential as a biological control agent against Aphis pomi and A. spiraecola, but the results were obtained under controlled conditions: what about field transfer (effect of vegetation, presence of other prey, competition)? In addition, it would be useful to clarify whether the statistical power was sufficient to justify the results and confirm their effectiveness in open environments.

The work should be supplemented by more recent studies, if available.
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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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