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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 
 

The language needs improvements.  
The many tables that all show nearly the same should be put into one (physical 
chemical parameters).  
Contrary to that, the data on mortality and dosage should be made into a figure and 
not just appear in the text. For the highest concentration, show the accumulating 
effect on mortality over the 6 days of observations on another figure 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

A virus is not a parasite, so denghue fever is not caused by parasites. Anopheles is a 
genus, not a species. Larviciding is routinely used against Aedes, including A aegypti and 
albopictus and all the closely related species that transmit denghue, yellow fever, 
chikungunya, sika-sika etc etc 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This is one of many lab studies on these photosentisizers. What we need is a semi field 
study. If this study is a lab study before a semifield study, it should say so 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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