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	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.


	Spodoptera litura is a harmful pest which could give damage many different plant varieties.  The use of pesticide is common for controlling those main pest species. Eco friendly alternative control methods are important. This manuscript is investigating possibility of using entomopathogen fungus against S. litura. Therefore, it is valuable a study for new approaches of pest control.
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	Is there any risk when using this entomopathogenic fungus in any field for infesting fungus or for its reproduction and potential damage to plant production? There is no any literature whether there is any side effect or risk of this fungus.

Method: There are some mistakes in method. The method should be carefully checked and corrected.

Why the authors exposed to third instar larvae of S. litura pre-starved, it already make larva weak and prone to be open for infection. In reality they should also compare some of the others larva for understanding the power of pathogenic effect of spores on larva.

Conclusion: Although larval mortality, with the highest spore dose (1 × 10⁹ spores/mL) resulting in over 90% mortality has been obtained which is hopeful a conclusion. However, there is no any propose for mass reproduction, whether it could be easy produces, accessible, affordable, usable, competitive and effective. The most challenge of mass reproduction of pathogens or biological and biotechnical tools problems those questions. Due to the lack of those questions chemicals always dominate other alternative methods. Therefore, the author should deeply discuss whether the results of this article could be applicable or not. 

The other issue is the management of fungus in the field, whether it would be a disease problem or not.

Discussion and conclusion should be improved according to above mentioned issues.
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