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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.
	1) This is a good multidimensional study.

2) It can be used as a checklist of guava pests from the study area.
3) Monthly/seasonal variation of the pest population can be identified.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No (results given monthly, no season-wise representation)
Population Fluctuations of Pests Infesting Guava in Relation to Weather Parameters in Southern Karnataka, India
	

	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.


	No, revision required.

1) The inclusion of a short methodology and conclusion/outcomes section is recommended.
2) Asterix signs are not needed.

A few suggestions are there. Please refer to the “track changes” in the attached manuscript file.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The work is good, but the writing could use some improvement. 

Improvement needed. Refer to the comments of “track changes” in the attached manuscript file.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes

However, the in-text citation and reference style do not align with the Journal’s style. Needs rectification.
	

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


	Improvement is needed. 

Only a few are mentioned; please refer to the “track changes” in the attached manuscript file.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Refer to the comments of “track changes” in the attached manuscript file.
2. Throughout the manuscript, ‘seasonal incidence’ or ‘seasonal appearance’ is mentioned, but the results are represented monthly. This needs to be clarified or modified in the title, table, figure, and throughout the manuscript.
3. Keywords are not sufficient.
4. The method of identification with reference should be mentioned.
5. Statistical methods with reference should be mentioned.

6. Scientific names should be checked carefully and be uniform throughout the manuscript.

7. Tables and Figures should be mentioned in appropriate places in the text.

8. Tables and Figures captions need some modification for clarity, see “track changes.”
9. Discussion and conclusions do not signify the title or aim of the study entirely. Needs improvement.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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