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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1. Title is too long, please phrase to make it short and 

concise 

2. Please be consistent: you using different such as:  

polyphenol or poly-phenol or  poly phenol 

3. The insects used for the experiment were10 or 20 

insects? Because the authors mentioned in the 

methods used 10 but in the fig 1 the insects are 20 

insects. Please clarify. 

4. Inconsistency of writing.  

-Be consistent in writing e.g sometimes the 

author(s) inserted space between the number 

and the unit as (200 mg) but in other places do 

not use the space as (200mg ).  

-min or minutes?;  

-Figure   or Fig 3 etc. 

-move figure 3 under topic 3.2, and figure 4 

under topic 3.3.; Figure 6 under topic 3.5.1. 

-Topic: 3.5- Adsorption isotherm studies. This 

topic is justification of the study, therefore, move 

to method section, because describing and justify 

the study not results and discussion. 

- The author(s) needs to check for journal format 

and be consistent. e.g. capture of table 5 in italic, 

but the others (tables 1-4) are not, please be 

consistent. 

-Topic: Thermodynamic parameters should be 

3.6 not 3.8; and topic: Insecticide Tests should 

3.7 not 3.9 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

Please refer to the comments highlighted on the 

manuscript 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Please refer to the comments highlighted on the 

manuscript 
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