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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.
	The manuscript contributes significantly to the field of biological control, particularly regarding sustainable termite management using Heterorhabditis bacteriophora. The multi-year and multi-locational field evaluation provides robust evidence of the nematode’s efficacy under real agricultural conditions. The work fills an important gap because studies on EPN application against Odontotermes obesus under field conditions are still limited. This research strengthens the scientific basis for developing eco-friendly termite management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is generally suitable and reflects the core content of the study. Optional suggestion:
“Field and Multi-Locational Evaluation of Heterorhabditis bacteriophora for the Biological Control of
Odontotermes obesus in Assam, India.”
	

	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 includes the objective, methods, results, and conclusion, but can be improved by:
· Adding brief context on economic importance of O. obesus.
· Ensuring consistent unit formatting (spacing between numbers and units).
· Adding study duration (years) explicitly.
· Making the flow more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with clear methods, proper experimental design, and adequate statistical analysis. However, improvements are needed:
· Provide justification or references for mound demolition prior to treatment.
· Include environmental factors affecting EPN survival (soil moisture, temperature).
· Discuss how agro-climatic differences contribute to multi-location results.
· Clarify basis of dosage selection.
· Provide clearer explanation of combined ANOVA structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant. Improvements needed:
· Add more recent references (2022–2024) on EPN field performance.
· Standardize citation formatting, including DOI and volume/issue consistency.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English quality is generally acceptable but requires moderate editing:
· Simplify long sentences.
· Correct tense inconsistencies.
· Fix grammatical issues (articles, punctuation).
· Improve phrasing (e.g., “pull downed” → “pulled down”).
	

	Optional/General comments
	-Add schematic diagram of study design.
-Include field photographs of mound treatment.
-Improve table formatting.
-Strengthen conclusion with practical implications.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues identified. Study involves insects and EPNs only, with no human or vertebrate subjects.
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