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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	The study of the methanol extract and fractions of The study of the methanol extract and fractions of Globimetula cuplata with leaf, stem and flower extract were tested for  larvicidal activity to control the  Culex sp. mosquitoes which is a vector for transmitting diseases like Malaria. under laboratory setting. The extract is effective in 24 h. Natural plant extract found  locally can be a good way to control mosquitoes. with leaf, stem and flower extract were tested for  larvicidal activity to control the  Culex sp. mosquitoes which is a vector for transmitting diseases like Malaria. under laboratory setting. The extract is effective in 24 h. Natural plant extract sourced locally can be a good method to control mosquitoes.
	

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

	Can include ‘extract’  in the title. The title can be “The larvicidal effect of Globimetula cuplata extract and its fractions to control Culex sp larvae.”
	

	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 data analysis have 24 and 48h period, can include data on 4 ≦ 18 h for more precision.The data graph labels are not clearly labelled. The statement that no reports on the Globimetula cuplata in the abstract can be removed as some literature studies  with mixed herbs including this plant are available. The toxicity analysis and the future plans, how this extract can  be used in future can be provided. The other plant extract effectiveness can also be provided in literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript has scientifically proven results.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]The recent literature was not included in the manuscript. Comparing  the effectiveness of other plant extracts  in antilarvae activity can be provided in discussion with references.
	

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

	The English quality of the article is good. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

NO ethical issues
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
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)
	7.8
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