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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.


	The manuscript offers a clear and thoughtful review of plant-based repellents as sustainable alternatives to chemical pesticides for managing Tribolium castaneum. This topic is increasingly important as farmers, researchers, and consumers face rising concerns about pesticide resistance, environmental harm, and food safety in stored grains. By bringing together recent studies, explaining how these natural compounds work, and highlighting new developments like nano-formulations, the paper provides practical and relevant insights. Overall, it will be useful to scientists and field practitioners alike, supporting safer and more sustainable pest management practices while reducing dependence on harmful synthetic chemicals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
The title is clear, concise, and represents the content accurately. No change required.
	

	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 generally well-written, clear, and informative. It effectively summarizes the need for eco-friendly repellents, key findings, essential oils involved, and the broader implications.
· Suggestions - Add 1–2 sentences summarizing the limitations of plant-based repellents (e.g., volatility, stability issues). Mention the nano-emulsion section briefly to improve completeness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and supported by extensive literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
The references are adequate, up-to-date, and cover a wide range of studies from 2005–2025.
	

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


	Yes.
The language is clear, scientifically appropriate, and easy to follow. Minor proofreading may further improve flow, but overall the writing quality is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could be improved by adding a table that compares how the major essential oils work. Including a short section on the cost or economic feasibility of botanical repellents would also make the review more practical. Adding a few simple figures to show key mechanisms such as acetyl cholinesterase inhibition, oxidative stress, and cuticle damage would help readers understand the content more easily.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues identified.
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