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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is valuable to the scientific community as it brings together scattered information on the biological control of tephritid fruit flies in a clear and organized manner. It will help researchers and students understand the available natural enemies and their practical application in pest management programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be revised to use the plural form “Tephritid fruit flies” instead of “Tephritid fruit fly”, as the manuscript reviews biological control strategies across multiple species belonging to the family Tephritidae.
Suggested title: Biological control strategies for Tephritid fruit flies: a review

	

	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.


	OK
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference is sufficient and recent. 
	

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


	Ok 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Corrections/additions for authors

Introduction
In the Introduction section, the term “environmentally nondegrading” should be replaced with more commonly used and clearer expressions such as “environmentally benign” or “environmentally friendly”.

Results and Discussion 

-In the sentence, “The three most common natural enemies utilised in biological control programs against Tephritid fruit flies are parasitoids, entomopathogens and predators,” the word “utilised” should be replaced with simpler alternatives such as “used” or “employed” to improve readability.
Section 3.1.1. Parasitoids
-The general definition of parasitoids with basic examples is not necessary in a review article. Instead, the section should focus on different parasitoid groups and species relevant to tephritid fruit fly management.
 Table 1

-In the heading of Table 1, the term “genuses” should be replaced with the correct plural form “genera”. 
Figure 1
In Figure 1, the mechanisms of action of each biological control agent should be explained more clearly and accurately.

Additional points for Results and Discussion
- Conservation strategies of native biocontrol agents should be discussed with supporting references. 

-The India-specific section is valuable but relatively short compared to the global sections. The authors should clearly explain the reasons for limited biological control research in India, such as funding limitations, mass-rearing constraints, regulatory challenges, and limited field validation. 
-Discussion section can be strengthened by discussing future research needs and better integration of biological control with other IPM tools such as cultural and mechanical methods, baiting techniques, and the sterile insect technique (SIT).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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