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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 
 

 
1. Language: Author(s) should give the manuscript to an English major reader for editing. 
There were many grammatical errors that needs to be re-addressed 
 
2. The abstract is not a complete summary of the entire study, some important information 
was not presented 
3. The discussion is extremely weak, there is need to re-discuss the major findings of the 
study  
4. The materials and method cannot be easily replicated, and some important procedures 
were not mentioned e.g., procedures for discerning gravid females and population density 
is worth mentioning. Also, the basis for combining some of the microalgae used and the 
mixing ratio were not mentioned in detail. 
5. No recommendation was given at the end of the study……. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The rules guiding the use of scientific names were not followed, all used scientific names 
should be italicised.  
2. Statistical analysis given is not in details…….. 
3. Some references cited were not listed. For instance Dhert et al , Wikfora and Ohno 2001 
etc.  
4. There is no agreement between the objective of the study and the title of the work. 
Reconcile.  
5. Some statement given were confusing which will require a re-phrase for easier 
comprehension. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Consistency in the fonts used in the write-up. 
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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) 
Yes, since it involves the use of live specimen/organisms 
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