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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical issue in post-harvest crop protection, particularly in developing countries where stored grain losses due to insect pests are significant. The study provides empirical evidence on the insecticidal efficacy of Catharanthus roseus leaf powder against Sitophilus oryzae, highlighting an eco-friendly alternative to synthetic pesticides. By demonstrating both pest mortality and reduction in grain weight loss, the findings contribute to the development of sustainable, plant-based pest management strategies. This work is valuable for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers aiming to reduce post-harvest losses, ensure food security, and promote environmentally safe pest control methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and descriptive. An alternative, slightly more precise title could be:

“Efficacy of Catharanthus roseus Leaf Powder in Controlling Sitophilus oryzae and Reducing Post-Harvest Rice Grain Loss”

This emphasizes both insecticidal activity and the practical outcome of reduced grain loss.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, presenting objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion.

 Minor suggestions:

· Include a brief statement about the study’s significance for pest management and sustainability.

· Specify that the study was conducted under controlled laboratory conditions.

· Streamline numeric details to focus on overall trends rather than exact percentages.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The experimental design, replication, concentration ranges, and statistical analyses are appropriate. Data interpretation aligns with results, and conclusions are supported. 
Minor points:

• Clarify terminology: “leaf extract” vs. “leaf powder.”

• Indicate if any solvent extraction was used; “extract” typically implies a solvent-based process.
	

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

Suggested improvements:

• Include additional studies (2022–2025) on botanical pest control in stored rice or grains.

• Verify that all in-text citations are correctly listed in the references.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable. 

Suggested edits:

• Minor grammar and phrasing corrections (e.g., “the result was committed” “results are presented”).

• Ensure consistent tense usage (past tense for methods/results).

• Shorten some long sentences for clarity, especially in the introduction and discussion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	• Figures and tables are clearly labeled; captions could include experimental details.

• Consider discussing potential field applications and limitations.

• Minor formatting inconsistencies (spacing, symbols) should be corrected.
This is a well-designed study addressing an important post-harvest pest issue. The findings are relevant, scientifically valid, and provide a basis for sustainable pest management strategies. 

Minor revisions related to clarity, terminology, and abstract refinement will strengthen the manuscript. Overall, this work is suitable for publication in journals focused on agricultural science, pest management, or sustainable crop protection.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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