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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This article is one of the research projects that could be an alternative to reducing the use of synthetic chemical pesticides, which have negative health impacts and harm the environment. This research can be used to incorporate research that utilizes natural materials based on local knowledge, which are safe and have economic value. This research is critical because it offers an overview of the potential of local plant extracts, both in aquatic and hydroethanolic forms, as natural biopesticides. Furthermore, the results of this research also support the independence of local farmers through the use of local resources for agricultural pest control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title already contains comprehensive information, but it could be simplified to make it more concise, interesting, and specific without diminishing the substance of the content. This simplification of the title is intended to facilitate searching in scientific journals. The suggested title is "Efficacy of aqueous and hydroethanolic plant extracts in the control of insect pests of okra (Abelmoschus esculentus L.) in Korhogo (North, Ivory Coast)."

	

	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 already provides a brief explanation of the study's purpose, methods, results, and conclusions. However, additional explanations can be included regarding which plants are most effective at controlling okra pests, based on the findings. With additional explanations of the most effective plant species, readers can immediately understand the research findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript addresses important issues related to pest control using natural agents and has been compiled in accordance with scientific writing standards. Beginning with the explanation of the objectives, the manuscript details the methods, results, discussions, and conclusions. This manuscript explains the process from the beginning of extract preparation, phytochemical studies, toxicity levels, and efficacy testing, following research standards and procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are sufficient in terms of quantity and relevance to the research topic. However, it is recommended to use updated references to reinforce the theory and novelty of the research with the latest scientific advances related to natural pest control materials, their toxicity, and their effectiveness in controlling plant pests. References used must be from the last 5 years.
	

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


	The quality of the article's English is quite good, easy to understand, and clear. However, it is recommended to use proofreading services to better meet scientific article writing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is well-structured and addresses an interesting topic for the environmental control of agricultural pests using plant extracts. The methodology, results, and discussion are presented in detail and completely, although minor improvements are needed in the abstract, ethical approval of the research, and updating of the references. However, these improvements are only technical and do not affect the responsibility or validity of the manuscript's content. Therefore, I recommend its publication once the minor improvements have been made.
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