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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important topic related to the management of post-harvest insect pests using plant-based products as alternatives to synthetic insecticides. The study contributes to the growing body of research on botanical insecticides, particularly focusing on the use of Citrus reticulata peel powder against Sitophilus oryzae, a major pest of stored maize grains. The results provide applied information that may be useful for sustainable pest management strategies, especially in regions where post-harvest losses are significant and access to synthetic pesticides is limited. Therefore, the manuscript has practical relevance for researchers and practitioners working in stored-product protection and agricultural entomology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the objective and scope of the study. It appropriately identifies the plant species used, the target insect pest, and the context of stored maize grains.
	

	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 clear and informative; however, some improvements are recommended. The objective of the study is stated, but it could be more explicitly highlighted in a single, concise sentence. Additionally, the abstract would benefit from a brief mention of the experimental design and statistical analysis used. The conclusion could also be strengthened by more clearly emphasizing the practical implications of the findings for stored-grain pest management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the experimental approach is appropriate for evaluating the insecticidal potential of plant-derived products. The methodology is generally well described, including insect rearing, preparation of plant material, bioassays, and statistical analysis. However, some methodological details could be clarified, such as the rationale for the selected concentrations and a more detailed description of replication and experimental controls. Minor grammatical and stylistic issues are present and should be corrected to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant to the subject and include both classical and recent studies on stored-product pests and botanical insecticides. However, the authors are encouraged to improve consistency in reference formatting according to the journal guidelines. Additionally, some references cited in the text should be checked to ensure they are correctly listed in the reference section and vice versa.
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript requires careful English revision. Several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in terminology are present throughout the text. A professional language editing service or revision by a fluent English speaker is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents relevant applied data and aligns well with current interests in sustainable pest management. Improving the organization of some sections, especially the Introduction and Materials and Methods, would enhance the scientific clarity of the manuscript. Tables and figures should also be carefully checked for consistency, labeling, and proper referencing within the text.

The manuscript presents relevant data and a valid experimental approach, but it requires substantial revisions related to language quality, clarity of presentation, organization of sections, and improvement in originality of expression in some parts of the text.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study involves laboratory experiments with insect pests and does not raise ethical concerns.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues were identified.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	An evaluation of textual similarity indicates the presence of overlapping phrases and technical expressions with previously published studies related to botanical insecticides and stored-product pest control. These similarities are mainly associated with methodological descriptions, background information, and commonly used scientific terminology in this research field. The observed overlaps do not necessarily indicate plagiarism but suggest that some sections, particularly in the Introduction and Materials and Methods, could benefit from paraphrasing and clearer citation practices to reinforce the originality of the manuscript.
	


	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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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

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
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