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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 study contributes valuable information on the seasonal incidence and dynamics of key insect pests (yellow stem borer, rice leaffolder, rice butterfly) and their natural enemies (ladybird beetle, spiders) in the rice ecosystem of Chhattisgarh. Such data are essential for developing location-specific integrated pest management (IPM) strategies and predicting pest outbreaks based on seasonal and climatic factors. The findings provide a practical basis for farmers, researchers, and policymakers to implement timely pest control interventions, thereby reducing crop losses. Additionally, the study strengthens the existing literature on pest-weather interactions in Eastern India’s rice ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	you may consider shortening slightly for precision, “Seasonal Dynamics of Major Insect Pests and Natural Enemies in Rice Ecosystem of Chhattisgarh”.
	




	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 covers the key findings (major pests, natural enemies, seasonal peaks, incidence values). However, it could be improved by:
Clearly stating the objective of the study at the beginning.
Adding a brief note on the implications for pest management.
Reducing repetition of results and making it more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and based on standard entomological field survey methods. The incidence calculations and correlation with weather data are appropriate.
Statistical analysis details (e.g., ANOVA, correlation coefficients) are missing. Including them would strengthen the conclusions.
Some figures and tables could be better
integrated with discussion rather than left descriptive.
	

	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 mostly relevant.
More recent IPM studies in rice ecosystems from India or Southeast Asia (2020–2023).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is understandable, but there are several grammatical and typographical errors (e.g., “enamies” should be “enemies”, “buterfly” should be “butterfly”, “builds up” instead of “build up”). Sentences can be made more concise and formal to meet scholarly
standards. A professional language edit is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Figures could be improved in quality and labeling for better readability.
The discussion should be expanded to compare the findings with studies from other rice-growing regions of India.
A conclusion section highlighting practical recommendations for farmers/IPM programs would increase the impact of the manuscript.
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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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