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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.


	This study is important for the scientific community because it provides evidence for a plant-based, environmentally friendly alternative to synthetic insecticides for controlling Alphitobius diaperinus, a major pest in poultry production systems. By demonstrating a clear dose-dependent insecticidal effect and estimating a reliable LC₅₀ value, the work contributes valuable toxicological data for the development of artemisinin-based biopesticides. The findings also support the broader exploration of Artemisia annua beyond its pharmaceutical relevance, extending its application to agricultural and veterinary pest management. Overall, this manuscript advances sustainable pest control research and addresses growing concerns about insecticide resistance and environmental safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article: ‘Artemisia annua aqueous extract as a biocidal agent against Alphitobius diaperinus beetles in poultry litter’ is completely suitable for this manuscript. Otherwise author can use another title like: ‘Artemisinin-Rich Artemisia annua Aqueous Extract as an Eco-Friendly Control Strategy for Alphitobius diaperinus in Poultry Farms’
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. There is no need to add or delete something in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is completely scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think this section needs modification. At least, 5 to 6 more references are needed in this manuscript. Author should incorporate more recent References like, 2024 and 2025.
	

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


	Structure of sentences and grammatical usage are appropriate in every section and I appreciate that the author maintains their standard.

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. It would be great if the author added one or two table of datas so that the manuscript looks more promising.

Decision: Overall, I acknowledge the authors' efforts and believe the submitted manuscript is suitable for acceptance after minor revisions.
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