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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 manuscript submitted is fit to publish as short communication/short note only 
1. Objective of the study is not clear. The earlier reports of the same work has been cited in 
introduction part of the manuscript (Aleiro, 2003; Adobu et al., 2018; Fathelrahman, 2017, Awad et 
al., 2003;Okumu, 2007). Rationality of the research work has to be stated clearly.  
2. Preparation of the seed extract/seed oil extract need to be elaborated  
3. Rationality of using different concentrations of oil extract for larval stage/adult stage is need to 
be mentioned in materials and methods 
4. In abstract the LC50 value of adults and larvae has been mentioned as 4.45 ml and 4.16 ml 
respectively. The values mentioned are need to be checked. In results and discussion part the 
LC50 values are not mentioned/discussed. Check it.  
5. In table 1 and 2, control R1, R2 has been mentioned with the value 25. Clarify on using two 
replications and 25 number as compared to 100 in treatments 
6. No statistical analysis of  the data 
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Optional/General comments 
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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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