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In material methodology it is not clear that from where the initial culture was
taken, also the nucleus culture was not maintained, further the biology studies
was conducted on how many generations. In manuscript it was quoted that six
larvae were taken for study the fecundity and sex ratio. While for larval period
the table shows that data was obtained from 10 larvae, why, if so it should me
mentioned in methodology, Design for statistical or test was also missing in

methodology.
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