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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.


	Environmental pollution is one of the global problems. Local pollution often becomes global one, as chemicals entering the food chains, spread across all trophic levels and affect various groups of organisms, exerting a variety of pathogenic effects on them. In a relatively short period, this leads to a decrease in species diversity, a parameter that determines the sustainability of ecosystems. Ultimately, the global well-being of humanity depends on the sustainability of ecosystems. A large amount of information on the research problem requires careful analysis and systematization. This will make it possible to correctly identify the key points of the problem and then competently predict and coordinate remedial activities. The latter is not possible without review articles. It is also worth noting the unconditional value of the chosen research object – predatory insects, since they, being at the upper trophic levels, indirectly reflect the state of the entire food chain through various qualitative and quantitative characteristics of their own populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is quite acceptable
	

	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 of the article is quite compehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Despite the importance of the problem, this manuscript has significant comments. 

1. The purpose of the study is not indicated in the introduction of the article, which makes it difficult to conclude what the authors were trying to achieve. 

2. The introduction is almost entirely devoted to the problem of greenhouse gas emissions and related climate warming. This approach greatly narrows the field of view and prevents a full assessment of the problem. 

3. The author pays extremely much attention to the facts that are not the subject of research. For example, it concerns to discussing the importance of animal and plant indicators (chapter 2.1). 
4. The criteria for selecting a biological indicator should be considered by highlighting them in separate paragraphs, rather than combining them all in a solid text (chapter 3). 
5. It is necessary to identify more clearly the features and advantages of predatory insects as bioindicators of environmental pollution (chapter 4). 
6. The author uses absolutely irrelevant inserts, for example: “Beetles are distinguished from other insects by the presence of rigid forewings that protect the membranous hind wings” (chapter 4.2) or “They are called water striders for their ability to walk on water” (chapter 4.7). 
7. The author often points out the importance of the bioindicator insects, but does not give an example of exactly how insects reacted to pollution levels. For example: 
A) Aquatic beetles belonging to the family Dytiscidae, Hydrophilidae and Gyrinidae are good indicators of water pollution (Sarikar & Vijaykumar, 2022). These are effective indicators to monitor the rate of metal buildup in aquatic invertebrates, thus rendering them useful for discriminating between impacted and unimpacted surroundings (Burghelea et al., 2011). 
or

B) Tiger beetles are regareded as the canaries for the environment. They are used as habitat thermometers measuring the health of the habitat (Pearson & Pearson, 2014). 
8. In the chapter 4 insects are best grouped into orders
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Despite the references to literature are sufficient, it is necessary to disclose the sources more fully.
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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