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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This work is an important contribution to the development of biological control, as it has allowed for the identification of local substrates available for the mass production of Nomuraea rileyi, a key agent in biological pest control.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ye, thetle is clear, however it sould be improved by inserted the term biocontrol. Suggestion: In vitro Evaluation of Locally Available Substrates for “In vitro Evaluation of Growth and Mass Sporulation of the Entomopathogenic Fungus Nomuraea rileyi" 
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and covers the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. But it could be I,proved. Suggestions:
1. The two sentences "The findings suggest that cereal grains are suitable for the mass production of N. rileyi, and optimizing substrate formulations can enhance sporulation rates and improve the efficacy of this biocontrol agent" and "The study highlights the potential of using locally available substrates to promote the sporulation of N. rileyi and enhance its biocontrol potential" are repetives and merged into one;
2. The current abstract is written more like a short report. For better clarity, it can follow a standard abstract format : Background, Objective, Methods, Key Results, and Conclusion ;
3. Specify the incubation duration or mention “30 days” briefly to give context;

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its experimental approach, data presentation, and interpretation. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally relevant and support the context of the study. However, Most references are more than 5–10 years old. Suggestions: 
1. Shah, F. A., Wang, C. S., & Butt, T. M. (2005). Nutrition influences growth and virulence of the insect-pathogenic fungus Metarhizium anisopliae. FEMS Microbiology Letters, 251(2), 259-266.;
2. Mascarin, G. M., & Jaronski, S. T. (2016). The production and uses of Beauveria bassiana as a microbial insecticide. World Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology, 32, 1-26.;

3. de Faria, M. R., & Wraight, S. P. (2007). Mycoinsecticides and mycoacaricides: a comprehensive list with worldwide coverage and international classification of formulation types. Biological control, 43(3), 237-256.;

	

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


	The English language quality of the article is mostly understandable and conveys the core scientific message. But some syntheses should be improved. Suggestionss:
1. “A total of eight locally available substrates were tested.” Anstead of “Total eight different locally available substrates were tested”
2. Remove or rephrase to avoid redundancy. Example: “…to promote the sporulation of N. rileyi and enhance its biocontrol potential.” appears more than once.
3. Maintain consistent past tense when reporting methods and results. Example: “The experiment was conducted… to evaluate…” vs. “The data are presented…”
4. Use definite articles appropriately. Example: 
5. “The PG laboratory” instead of “at PG laboratory” (in Abstract).
6. “Next effective treatment was…” 
7. Should be: “The next most effective treatment was…”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-organized and provides useful findings on using local substrates for mass-producing Nomuraea rileyi. The methods and analysis are appropriate, with only minor language edits needed. It contributes to sustainable agricultural biocontrol practices.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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