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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study addresses an important topic in pulse entomology, understanding pest population dynamics in cowpea and their relation to weather parameters. The objective is relevant and useful for designing pest management schedules.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Abstract presents basic findings but lacks clarity and flow. Rewrite the abstract and introduction to improve clarity and focus.
Mention the district, state and country. The sentences are grammatically weak and repetitive. Statistical relationships are not summarized. There is no clear statement on methodology or significance of results.

Suggestions:

Include number of replications, analysis method (e.g., correlation/regression), and key findings concisely.

Revise grammar for flow: e.g.,

“The field experiment on cowpea (CO 7) was conducted during 2020–2021 at KVK, Virinjipuram to study the population dynamics of major insect pests and their relationship with meteorological parameters. Peak incidences of leafhopper, whitefly, and aphid were observed during the 43rd, 42nd, and 45th standard weeks, respectively. The study revealed a positive correlation of pest population with maximum temperature and a negative association with relative humidity.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Moderately ok. Need to be addressed as per the review comments
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant, but inconsistent in style and formatting.

Check spacing, punctuation, and year placement.

Journal names should be italicized and formatted consistently 
	

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


	Poor. Requires extensive proofreading
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction

Good compilation of literature but lacks a clear research gap and objective statement.

Several sentences are lifted verbatim from earlier works and should be paraphrased.

Needs improved logical flow: from cowpea importance → pest problem → previous studies → gap → current study.

Suggestions:

Conclude with a statement like:

“The present study was undertaken to investigate the population dynamics of major insect pests of cowpea and their relationship with key weather parameters under Virinjipuram conditions.”

Materials and Methods

The description is too general. Add missing methodological details and statistical analysis (preferably correlation/regression).

Experimental design (e.g., layout, replication, plot size, crop management practices) is missing.

The data collection procedure for each pest is explained, but statistical analysis (correlation, regression, ANOVA, etc.) is not detailed.

Suggestions:

Specify: Crop variety, sowing date, and agronomic practices.

Experimental layout (e.g., RBD, randomized block design).

Statistical software used (e.g., SPSS, R).

Analysis type—correlation or regression—and confidence level.

Results and Discussion

Results are descriptive, repetitive, and mostly narrative without statistical testing.

Table 1 and Table 2 provide raw data but lack standard error. Submit raw data to the journal for the reviewers to check your data authenticity. 
Table 3 correlations are provided but not interpreted statistically (no p-values, unclear significance).

Mention the number of replications in the heading of the table.

Provide graphs showing pest dynamics vs. standard weeks.

Discussion lacks critical comparison and synthesis. It mostly cites others’ results without analysis of why trends occurred.

Tables are informative but not properly formatted for journal style. Column headings should be concise and units standardized.

Suggestions:

Include figures (e.g., population vs. standard week graphs) for each major pest.

Present correlation analysis with clear notation of significant values (p < 0.05 or 0.01).

Integrate interpretation, e.g., “Aphid population increased with rising temperature up to 34.6°C but declined with increased rainfall and relative humidity, suggesting that dry and warm weather favored aphid multiplication.”

Avoid copying entire literature sentences; summarize key comparisons concisely.

Conclusion

Too brief and repetitive.

Needs a clear statement linking findings to pest management recommendations.

Example revision:

“The study revealed that leafhopper, whitefly, and aphid populations peaked during the 42nd - 45th standard weeks, coinciding with high temperatures and moderate humidity. Pod borer and pod bug incidences were higher during late crop stages. Understanding these population peaks can guide the timing of integrated pest management interventions, including the strategic use of traps and biological control measures.”
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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? 


	No
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