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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper reflect the important of bio-insecticides as an eco-friendly method
The paper reflect the Biocidal ability of some plants
The paper introduced un popular method of control
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No suitable
Additional names is recommended in the comments
	

	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.

	Abstract should be rewritten again according to the Journal format
It contained no methodology
It contained no results
It contained no comparison between the Biocidal potentiality of the used plant 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No
A fatal error occurred
	

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

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
As a laboratory work no ethical consideration is needed
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	Missed within the unorganized manuscript
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	MARKS of this  manuscript
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	(>3-5) and should be re-reviewed if the fatal errors are corrected
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