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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-Family and order name of Sitophilus zeamais should be 
given in the place where the name is first mentioned. 
 
-The authors should be add information about other insects 
found in stored maize. If there is no insect other than S. 
zeamais, the authors should determine it in the introduction 
and results part. 
 
-line 59, 15 should be” fifteen” 
-In the results part, the authors should determine the rate of 
infestation (%) to stored corn. 
-The rate of infestation should be gives in part of results. 

-Sitophilus zeamais Motschulsky (Coleoptera: 
Curculionidae) is given only in the line 1.  
 
-general information about others insects found in 
stored maize are given in the line 25.  
 
-15 has been replaced by “fifteen” in the line 63. 
 
-we think that these kinds of data are expressed 
like given in the figure 6, according to the literature. 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is a good idea to do this work; I think it will be a 
contribution to science and useful for the farmers. 

 

 
 
 


