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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article focuses on the observed effects but does not delve into the underlying mechanisms by which the botanical extracts and Beauveria bassiana exert their insecticidal effects. Understanding these mechanisms could provide insights for optimizing the use of these treatments in pest management.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	-
	

	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.


	Abstract should not consist references.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The discussion section makes broad claims about the efficacy of Azadirachta indica and other botanical extracts without providing sufficient evidence to support such generalization across various pest species or environmental conditions. More specificity and cautious language might be warranted.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Lack of Comparative Statistical Analysis
While mortality rates are provided, there is a lack of comparative statistical analysis between treatments to clearly indicate whether differences in mortality rates are statistically significant. Including such analysis would strengthen the study's conclusions.
	

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

-
	-
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	-

	

	Optional/General comments


	1.The description of the graphs is not clear, particularly regarding how the data was plotted and what statistical measures are being used. This can make it difficult for readers to interpret the visual data accurately.
2. The study does not seem to account for potential confounding factors that might affect the mortality rates, such as environmental conditions or variations in the concentration of botanical extracts. Addressing these factors would provide a more robust understanding of the results.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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