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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 present manuscript addresses an important issue in sericulture, namely the eco-friendly management of the mulberry pest Glyphodes pyloalis, which causes significant yield losses. The study provides experimental evidence on the insecticidal, repellent, and antifeedant efficacy of locally available botanical extracts, contributing to sustainable pest management strategies. The findings are relevant to researchers working on botanical pesticides, integrated pest management (IPM), and sericulture protection. Overall, the work adds practical value by promoting alternatives to synthetic insecticides.
	SS

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and target pest of the study. It clearly mentions the biological activities, plant species evaluated, and the insect pest, making it appropriate for the intended audience.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. It clearly outlines the objective, methodology, majoSSr findings, and conclusion of the study. The inclusion of key quantitative results such as mortality percentage and LC₅₀ values strengthens the abstract. No major additions are required, though minor language polishing could further improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientificallyS sound. The experimental design, methodologies adopted, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and correctly applied. The conclusions are well supported by the experimental data and statistical outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include both classical and recent studies related to botanical insecticides, pest management, and sericulture. The citation of recent literature strengthens the discussion and supports the findings effectively. No major additional references are required.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and uSnderstandable, suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic corrections may be needed in a few places, but these do not affect the scientific content of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized with a logical flow from introduction to conclusion. Tables and figures are informative and support the results effectively. With minor language editing, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study involves laboratory-based insect bioassays and does not include human or vertebrate animal subjects.
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