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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it highlights an eco-friendly and sustainable approach to managing Helicoverpa species one of the most destructive agricultural pests worldwide. By focusing on entomopathogenic nematodes (EPNs) as biological control agents, it addresses the urgent need to reduce dependency on chemical insecticides that pose risks to human health and the environment. The review synthesizes existing knowledge on EPN biology, mechanisms of action, and factors influencing their efficacy, thereby identifying key gaps and future research directions. Overall, this work contributes to advancing integrated pest management (IPM) strategies and supports the development of safer, biologically based pest control alternatives for modern agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title seems unclear and gramatically awkward I would suggest this title “Entomopathogenic Nematodes as Eco-Friendly Biocontrol Agents Against Helicoverpa Species”
	

	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 fairly well-structured and informative—it introduces the pest problem, discusses the significance of Helicoverpa species, highlights the role of entomopathogenic nematodes (EPNs), and touches on challenges and prospects. However, it can be made more comprehensive and scientifically balanced with a few refinements such as, 1. State the knowledge gap or rationale more explicitly 2. Include a sentence on EPN–bacteria symbiosis and mode of action in brief scientific terms 3. Add a short mention of research trends or application potential 4. Polish and remove redundancies
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript presents a useful and timely review of entomopathogenic nematodes (EPNs) as biocontrol agents against Helicoverpa spp. It correctly covers the pest’s biology, EPN biology and mode of action, evidence of EPN efficacy, and practical constraints to field deployment. The core scientific content is sound and the review will be valuable to researchers and practitioners in IPM and biological control.
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	It is sufficient.
	

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


	It is linguistically sound but can be improved in grammatical aspect.
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