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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

study, objective and methodology before results and conclusion
All parasitological names should be italized
Key words should include the place of study Libya.

Abstract : The author went straight to results. There should be brief statement of type of

Ok

Ok

Super parasitism - O. pallipes - L. trifolii - L. bryoniae. Libya
Deposit is more suitable

Pg 37 Correct the grammar “lay” Removed
39 Change case “The” Reviewed
42 Review sentence. le 10% sugar solution and not sugar solution 10% Removed
48 Remove “a” from a very few Changed
58 Check grammar “was counted” to “were counted” Not clear please re describe
63 Change to upper case “L” Done
64 Begin sentence with capital letter “Larvae” Done
94-97 Recast sentence. Too long and confusing Done
97-100 Recast sentence. Looks like a phrase without clear meaning Done
102 Change “highly” to higher The parasitoid O. pallipes
108 Start new sentence with “moreover” Done
110 Review. “which was thought” Done
117 Review grammar. O papilles is described not “describing” Done
117 Put Fig 3 in the appropriate position
122 Review Ref. See “scientific”
129 Number appropriately
Minor REVISION comments Italize all journals Italized

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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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