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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 importance of this manuscript is contribute the new idea regarding to storage pests in the study area. It gives further clue for the researchers and other organizations for additional research work. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 was lack of experimental design 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No
	

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

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The experiment was technically incorrect and the materials and methods section was not scientifically adequate. There was no replication (Page 5, Figure 2), and the number of treatments was relatively small.
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