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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

In your introduction you must present the importance of dry cat fish in Nigeria and
explain the choice of these 5 tested local plants.

You should revisit through the manuscript your manner to write scientific names of
species. This link explain how to write Latin names of species:
https://abacus.bates.edu/~ganderso/biology/resources/writing/HTWIlatin.html

To support your discussion it would be necessary to do a review of the literature on
the active ingredients contained in the powders of these different plants. Moreover,
compare your results with those of other authors who have tested other plants
against Dermestes maculatus.

In your tables, put the letters of significance after the standard error and give theirs
significance at the end of each table.

We have followed the journal guidelines to revise the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

In the title, line 2 replace CLRIAS by CLARIAS
In the abstract, line 8-10 put the name of author after each scientific name of plant.

Corrected as per the suggestion
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