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	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)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic, as it highlights the cotton aphid (Aphis gossypii), a serious agricultural pest with a wide host range and one of the most dangerous viral vectors. Nevertheless, as with any scientific research, the manuscript contains several technical and editorial issues that require correction, as detailed below:

 1. Title

The title appears somewhat lengthy. It is recommended to revise it as follows:

Biological Efficacy of Alcoholic Leaf Extract of Calotropis gigantea Against Aphis gossypii on Chili Pepper.

 2. Abstract

The abstract is excessively long and does not comply with the journal’s guidelines. It should be concise and structured to include:

 • A brief background highlighting the importance of the study,

 • The main objective of the research,

 • A short description of materials and methods without excessive detail,

 • The most significant results, including the highest concentrations that achieved the greatest mortality rates under laboratory and field conditions.

 3. Introduction

It is preferable to begin the introduction with a brief description of chili pepper, emphasizing its agricultural and economic importance.

 4. Referencing and Writing Style

Line 13 in the second paragraph of the introduction lacks a citation; an appropriate reference should be added. In addition, sentences should be properly connected using commas rather than separated by full stops to improve coherence.

 5. Materials and Methods – Plant Collection

The manuscript does not specify the location from which the plant leaves were collected. This information should be clearly stated.

 6. Field Experiment Details

The field plot size was not reported, nor was the number of seedlings per experimental unit. These details are essential and must be included.

 7. Disease/Infestation Assessment

The equations used to calculate infestation intensity and infestation percentage should be provided.

 8. Supporting Visual Documentation

The study would benefit from including photographs of the plant material before and after extraction, as well as images illustrating the extraction process during alcoholic soaking.

 9. Assessment of Natural Enemies

The method used to count natural enemies was not clarified. The author should specify whether visual counts, traps, or other techniques were employed.

 10. Chemical Analysis of Active Compounds

To strengthen the findings, it is recommended to analyze the bioactive constituents of Calotropis gigantea and determine their relative proportions using GC–MS analysis.

 11. Inconsistency in Experimental Concentrations

In the section Biological Activity Evaluation of the Formulated Extract, the concentrations used in laboratory experiments are reported as (5, 10, 20, and 40 g/L), whereas the abstract states that these concentrations were applied in field trials. This inconsistency should be corrected.

 12. Clarification of Treatments in Table (2)

In Table (2), the lower extract doses (K1 and K2) showed only limited reduction or relative stability in aphid populations, with no clear downward trend over time. This suggests that these doses had a partial or growth-inhibitory effect rather than a lethal one. Moreover, the statistical overlap observed at certain sampling times indicates that the effect was not consistent or conclusive when compared with the negative control.

Additionally, the symbols (K1, K2, etc.) were not defined, and it is unclear whether they represent laboratory or field treatments. Each table should clearly indicate whether the presented data are from laboratory or field experiments.

 13. Statistical Presentation of Data

Most results are presented as mean values only, without accompanying standard deviation (± SD) or standard error (± SE). This information should be included to properly reflect data variability.

 14. References

The reference Ghasemzadeh et al., 2010 is cited in the text but is missing from the reference list. Similarly, Harborne, 1998 is cited but not included in the list of reference .
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