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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.


	The work is valuable for researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers seeking precision-driven alternatives to conventional chemical pesticides. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to the advancement of environmentally responsible and innovation-oriented pest management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope, content, and review nature of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the focus on innovations, challenges, and future prospects of nanotechnology in insect pest management.
But I will suggest thi, “Nanotechnology in Insect Pest Management: Advances, Challenges, and Future Directions”
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and effectively summarizes the background, scope, key themes, and conclusions of the review. It appropriately highlights the relevance of nanotechnology to pest control, IPM, environmental safety, and regulatory issues. No major additions or deletions are required; however, I suggest a brief mention of pest monitoring and diagnostic applications could further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The discussion reflects current understanding and aligns with established principles in pest management, nanoscience, and environmental risk assessment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	minor additions of the most recent regulatory or field-validation studies (last 1–2 years) could further enhance completeness, but this is not essential.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Only minor grammatical or typographical edits are needed, which can be addressed during copyediting
	

	Optional/General comments


	Including a short methodology statement describing how literature was selected (databases, time frame) would improve transparency. Additionally, brief “knowledge gaps” or “future challenges” summaries at the end of major sections could further strengthen the critical synthesis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

no
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	no
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The manuscript appears original and appropriately cited throughout.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Mohammed Quarshie

	Department of Reviewer
	Natural Resource and Environmental Design

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University

	Country of Reviewer
	USA

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Graduate Student

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Mohammedquarshie46@gmail.com
mohammedquarshie46@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Entomology, chemical ecology, IPM, Storage pest, coleoptera


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

