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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 titled “Dose-Dependent Biopesticidal Activity of Annona squamosa Against Sitophilus oryzae in Stored Sorghum Grain” presents a straightforward and scientifically sound investigation on the pesticidal potential of botanical seed powder under controlled laboratory conditions. The study provides meaningful insights into eco-friendly pest management strategies, which remain highly relevant for rural storage systems and sustainable agriculture.
The work is useful to the scientific community because:

1. It highlights an easily accessible, low-cost botanical resource suitable for smallholder farmers.

2. It presents clear dose–response trends that strengthen the potential application of Annona squamosa as a grain protectant.

3. It contributes empirical data that support the global movement toward reducing synthetic pesticide usage.

4. It adds to the growing literature on plant-derived biopesticides and their applicability in integrated pest management (IPM).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and scientifically accurate. It reflects the objective, experimental approach, and target pest.
No change required.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the aim, methodology, and key findings. However, two minor improvements can enhance clarity:

· Include the exact experimental duration (45 days) within the abstract.

· Add one sentence describing the significance of replacing chemical pesticides with plant-based alternatives.

Other than these minor enhancements, the abstract is acceptable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.

· The experimental setup is clear.

· Statistical trends (dose-dependent mortality) are well-explained.

· LD₅₀ interpretation is valid and consistent with observed results.
Only minor improvements are needed in sentence structure and flow.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and mostly relevant.
However, the addition of one or two recent (post-2018) works on plant powders or botanical stored grain protectants could further strengthen the literature support.
	

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


	Mostly yes. The manuscript is understandable, but minor grammatical corrections and improvements in academic phrasing would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Tables should be formatted clearly (uniform alignment, consistent decimal places).

  Figures should include proper axis labels and captions.

  Discussion could briefly compare the present results with other botanical powders from Azadirachta indica, Calotropis, etc., to highlight uniqueness.
Overall, only minor revision is required.
The manuscript is scientifically robust and requires only moderate language polishing and formatting improvements.
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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? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study involves plant material and stored grain insects under laboratory conditions, which does not require formal ethical approval in most jurisdictions.
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