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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.


	Human rodent control has been challenge to human civilization since eternity, be it in form of plague infestation or agricultural crop loss. The paper is well crafted and consists ample data to prove the point the Datura metel has rodenticidal properties, indicating its potential as a natural rodent population control agent. 

  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title Efficacy of Datura metel L. Seed Powder as a Bio-rodenticide and its Humaneness in Albino Mice seems effective in this context. However the humaneness part has not been explained on scientific background.
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract is comprehensive, However in methodology section the number of days of feeding is missing. Is the feed provided at haust or daily for sub-chronic toxicity study ?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is good. However the findings are not scientifically backed by extensive literature review. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. 
	

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


	The English language seems naïve. There are occasional mistakes and the language is not consistent across the article.
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