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	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study highlights the role of Cotesia ruficrus in controlling Spodoptera exigua in Egyptian clover fields, supporting sustainable pest management. The findings provide essential data on pest-parasitoid dynamics, aiding biological control strategies. This research contributes to integrated pest management (IPM) by reducing reliance on chemical control in fodder crops.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable and adjusted as needed. It can be written as, “Parasitism of Beet Armyworm (Spodoptera exigua) by Cotesia ruficrus (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) in Clover Fields of Egypt”
	

	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 is comprehensive, with minor modifications needed. For example, "1st November" can be used instead of "November 1," and the keywords should include more than four.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and significant. However, the conclusion section is missing, which is essential to summarize the key findings of the research.
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	The references are not formatted correctly according to the journal guidelines. Some journal names are in full form, while others are abbreviated. Please modify them to ensure consistency as per the provided guidelines.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in standard English, and the quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the paper is well-structured and significant. However, a conclusion addressing future prospects should be included.
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