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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. The research on the use of botanicals in pest management is a good sound but their
usage in the farming community is rare. The research experiment and methodology is good
and requires more experiment to finalize the botanicals usage in the future.

Good, but improvement in the title is needed

Yes.

No, kindly follow the author's guidelines and rewrite it accordingly

Improvement required

Yes, no need for additional references

The author should go through the manuscript and rewrite it accordingly as per author guidelines.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Isthe language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Should improve the language and grammars mistake.

Optional/General comments

You can add the following references (if needed)
Awad R, Levac D, Cybulska P, Merali Z, Trudeau VL, Arnason JT. Effects of traditionally used

anxiolytic botanicals on enzymes of the y-aminobutyric acid (GABA) system. Canadian journal of
physiology and pharmacology. 2007 Sep;85(9):933-42.

2009 Apr 1;6(2):415-20.

Schachter SC. Botanicals and herbs: a traditional approach to treating epilepsy. Neurotherapeutics.
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