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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Repeated and indiscriminate application of synthetic insecticides has led to development of resistance 
in insects, and in many cases, a resurgence in their population, which disposes crops to a greater level 
of damage. This article highlights the significance of biopesticides, particularly entomopathogenic fungi 
(EPF), as a safe  alternative to the chemical pesticides. This manuscript is believed to serves as a 
foundation for further research on development and use of biopesticides in the future. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title is very catchy and 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. 

 

The abstract has been well-written. The authors are appreciated for presenting the abstract in a 
comprehensive, scientific and professional manner. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subheadings are apt and the manuscript is well-structured.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientific in its approach and presentation. However, the discussion part lacks 
integrity. The authors have only presented the findings of the previous works without explaining or 
citing proper reasons behind them. The authors are, therefore, advised to kindly explain their findings in 
the discussion part. 

 

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

The references are sufficient, but recent works would be appreciated.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
The language is very scholar-friendly, and of high quality. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
None. 
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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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