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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Bio-activity is changed to bioactivity by removing the hyphen
· The phrase 'towards vector control' is replaced with 'for vector control' to make it more direct.
	

	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.


	Bioactive components of essential oil included ephedrine, tannin, flavonones, cardiac glycoside, ocimene, and decanal              This sentence does not need to be included in the abstract; it is sufficient to include it in the discussion section

In-vivo, 1.25% concentration caused 41.3% larval mortality (LC₅₀=2.4%; LT₅₀=7h)                 The presentation of research findings should be written in full, not just partially, as partial results do not represent the entirety of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is valid as a scientific article because it presents the background, research findings, and discussion comprehensively from the perspective of a scientific publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are sufficiently comprehensive, it is recommended to include more recent and up-to-date sources to enhance the manuscript's relevance.
	

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


	The language quality in this article still needs improvement in accordance with the grammatical standards of scientific writing to ensure that readers can understand it clearly.
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