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Authors’ response to editor's comments

Authors made some minor editing improvements in their text but
however they did not followed recommendation about the
statistical analysis. It is not possible to claim that i.e. mosquitoes
were less abundant in week “X” than in week “Y”, if there is not a
statical comparison between the studied periods or boxes.
Although there is interesting information, there is a lack of
statistical basis on this manuscript. Further, some other
highlighted points were not followed (i.e. why dataset was pooled,
or how authors managed to collect adult females mosquitos or
clarify percentage in table captures) or did not clarified properly in
comments’ answers. Therefore, | regret to inform you that | cannot
recommend the further publication of the certain article as it does
not follow basic statistical approaches

The statistical error in this study has been addressed as suggested,
it was actually an omission.

Sorry, | have been very busy lately but very glad you insisted on this
correction which | have effected

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.5 (4" August, 2012)




