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	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 manuscript has very important finding for Entomologist (especially Agricultural entomologist), insect scientist, phyto-chemists and life scientists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. However, there should be an inclusion of the type of extracts used for the bioassay. Include whether pure or crude 
	

	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 standard and comprehensive. However, the following need be addressed
1. Checks replaced with controls

2. Petri dish bioassay method be replaced with appropriate known method

3. The order of toxicity to be appropriately done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct however, known and proven methods as well as formulas should be used for determination of mortality and anti-feeding activities
Consult published work for up to date description of bioassays and plant bioactive component extractions and serial dilutions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are few and need be enhanced especially at the discussion.
A reference of 2004 is old and should be replaced

Include all cited references in the reference list and vice versa
	

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


	The language is appropriate and understandable
Adopt short sentences for flow and clarity
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is interesting and need to be shared. However, the following need be noted;
· Specify the type of extract and focus on its activity

· Only dwell on scope of the research. For example, throughout material and methods section there is no mention of fine/pure extracts yet such is explored at results and discussion

· Expound on your discussions 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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