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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 manuscript covers an emerging and important topic linking AI with pest management, which is highly relevant for sustainable agriculture and food security. It provides a useful synthesis of current methods and future directions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Enhancing Pest Detection Accuracy and Speed through Artificial Intelligence Algorithms”, is suitable and informative. It clearly conveys the focus on AI in pest detection. However, a slightly refined alternative could be: “Artificial Intelligence Algorithms for Enhancing Pest Detection Accuracy and Speed in Agriculture”.
	

	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, presenting the motivation, scope, key techniques, challenges, and future directions. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning practical outcomes or specific quantitative improvements of AI-based methods compared to traditional detection (as later presented in the tables). This will strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically sound, well-structured, and supported with adequate references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and mostly recent. The addition of more recent works (2021–2023) would strengthen it.
	

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


	The English is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements may enhance flow, but overall the language is of good quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures/tables are informative. A more critical evaluation of models and a note on adoption challenges would improve the review.
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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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