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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. In Table 1, page 7,Why the lower concentration 
(0.45) has higher mortality (30%) than the high 
concentration 0.6, which is 29%? 

2. Why the author(s) not used positive control? 

1. We appreciate that you noted that 
typographical error. It is actually 
supposed to be the reverse and we 
have corrected that. 

2. As for the use of positive control, we 
concluded that with the LD50 and LC50 
determined,the experiments could be 
ran without a positive control since we 
know what concentration and dosage 
that would kill half of the experimental 
animals. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The authors should use the full names of 
scientific names only when used for first time, 
and then use the short as: Culex 
quinquefasciatus and then C. 
quinquefasciatus; Aedes aegypti and then Ae. 
aegypti; Sacoglottis gabonnensis  and S. 
gabonnensis etc. 

2. Line 90: Volume unit is mL not ml 

3. Line 112, Table 1 

4. Line 125, the word had repeated 

5. Lines 147-148, the reason is not applicable in 
this cause 

6. References inconsistent, e.g see lines 176, 
216, 219, 226 etc.  

We have effected the changes on the use of 
scientific names, mL, Table 1, deleted one 
“has”. 
 
 
We feel the information in lines 147-148 is 
applicable in this case 
 
 
 
We have introduced “and” between the last two 
authors of each reference 
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