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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript presents valuable information on the insecticidal efficacy of essential oils from Ocimum
basilicum and Ocimum gratissimum against Cyclas puncticollis, a pest that threatens sweet potato
production in Burkina Faso. The findings contribute to the growing body of research on botanical
insecticides, offering potential eco-friendly alternatives to synthetic pesticides. The focus on local plant
species reveals the relevance of traditional knowledge in modern pest management strategies. In all,
this study is commendable for addressing both scientific and practical concerns in agriculture.

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

The current title, while informative, could be more specific. A suggested alternative could be:
"Comparative Efficacy of Ocimum basilicum and Ocimum gratissimum Essential Oils Against
Cyclas puncticollis Infesting Sweet Potatoes in Burkina Faso." This title better reflects the
comparative nature of the study and highlights the context of the research.

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 is generally comprehensive, summarizing the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings.
However, it could benefit from including specific mortality rates observed at different concentrations
and time intervals to give readers a clearer understanding of the results. Additionally, mentioning the
potential implications for pest management practices would strengthen the conclusion.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The manuscript’s subsections and overall structure are appropriate. The logical flow from introduction
to methods, results, and discussion allows for a coherent narrative. However, subheadings could be
improved for clarity, particularly within the methods section, to clearly delineate between essential oil
extraction and efficacy testing.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness through its use of well-established methodologies
for extracting essential oils and assessing insecticidal effects. The statistical analysis is appropriate for
the data, ensuring that the results are reliable and significant. Moreover, the study effectively
contextualizes its findings within existing literature, reinforcing the validity of the results.

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

The references cited in the manuscript are relevant, but some may be outdated. To enhance the
manuscript, consider including more recent studies on the efficacy of botanical insecticides, such as
works published in the last five years. Suggested references could include systematic reviews or meta-
analyses on plant-based insecticides and their ecological impacts.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
However, minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing should be corrected to improve clarity and
readability. The author(s) should consider using the grammarly to polish the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript addresses an important topic with significant implications for agricultural practices in
Burkina Faso. While the research design is robust, the addition of more detailed data presentation
(e.q., figures or tables summarizing results) would enhance clarity. Furthermore, addressing potential
limitations and future research directions in the discussion could provide a more comprehensive
perspective.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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