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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 topic is interesting, though it needs some revisions. The aphid species name should be mentioned in the title, as different aphid species respond differently to the same toxicant. The insecticidal compounds of the seaweed and guava leaf should be described in the introduction. Include some references about the efficacy of the selected treatments against aphids to support the rationale for choosing these treatments. The discussion section should be properly revised and written more clearly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be short, informative, and concise.

Study on the Efficacy of Seaweed and Guava Leaf Extracts Against Aphis gossypii
	

	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.


	Change the aim; it may be stated as: “The study aimed to evaluate the effect of ethanolic seaweed and guava leaf extracts on the population suppression of Aphis gossypii under laboratory conditions.” The other informations mentioned are unnecessary.
In the abstract, detailed design and experimental location need not be mentioned. These parts should be added concisely under the methodology section instead of dividing them into different sections.
The collected data were analyzed using Minitab statistical software. Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and a post-hoc Tukey's test were used to compare the effectiveness of the solvents, extraction methods, and samples, with a p-value of less than 0.05 indicating significant differences. Results were presented as mean ± standard deviation.- Not necessary
Use the term chemical instead of commercial pesticide.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction
· family Aphidoidea- It is superfamily
· Mention some aphid species emphasizing on Aphis gossypii and crop loss caused by them.
· Cloves- Not a plant part
· Several reviews have discussed the genus Sargassum’s efficacy as an insecticide- give references
Materials and methods

· Provide details of the location and laboratory, including the year and season of the experiment.
· The botanical insecticidal properties used in the study were Guava Leaf extracts (GLE) at concentrations – revise the sentence
· Mention the doses in g a.i./hectare
· If possible, provide references for the extraction processes.
· Aphids should be cultured before the experiment instead of being collected from the field for direct use in the experiment.
· A lannate-broad spectrum commercial pesticide was used as a control to compare the effectiveness of the treatments.- revise the sentence
· Give the reference of the experimental setup

· Give the size of the leaf disc

· The number of aphids should be increased from 10 to reduce experimental error and obtain more reliable results, as they are tiny and fragile insects.
· A reference for the mortality percentage formula should be provided (Abott’s mortality).
Results and discussion

· Mention what “N” denotes in Table 1.
· In Table 2, are these data related to mortality rate?
· The mortality rate should be expressed in percentage.
· It is unclear whether the aphids died due to starvation or the botanical extracts, as the leaf discs lose turgidity over time. Evaluating only 10 aphids may not be sufficient to conclude that the seaweed extract is responsible for 100% mortality.
· Discussion section should be properly written with proper references. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. If possible, include references on the efficacy of the selected botanicals against other aphid species or sucking pests. Some references are not related to the research topic. Also, ensure that all references cited in the text are included in the reference section, and vice versa.
	

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


	Please check the grammar and improve the overall quality of the English. There are several errors, and the sentences should be restructured for better readability and more polished language.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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
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