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	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.


	A comparative study was conducted to assess the biological parameters and developmental progression of the fall armyworm, Spodopterafrugiperda, when reared on maize, pearl millet, and sorghum leaves under standard laboratory conditions. 

The incubation period was observed to be shortest for maize (49.67hours) and longest for sorghum (57.00 hours). Hatching percentage ranged from 74.27% in pearl millet to 80.49 % in sorghum. 

Larval periods were maximized on pearl millet (17.67 days) and minimized on sorghum (15.67 days). Growth analysis through successive larval instars revealed that sixth instar larvae attained maximum lengths on maize (29.00 mm) and minimum on sorghum (21.67mm). 

Head capsule width also showed considerable increments between instars across host plants. Dyar’s rule applied to average larval length and head capsule width generated consistent growth ratios, with averages from 1.46 to 1.60
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes,   the title of the article suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article comprehensive.
	

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

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

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


	 Yes, the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
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	Insert the image of these species. Spodopterafrugiperda 
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