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Compulsory REVISION comments   
Minor REVISION comments 
 

The authors state “…biocidal active compounds, 
including phenolics, terpenoids, flavonoids and 
alkaloids” 
Then later state “….Plant could be an alternative and 
veritable source of mosquito larvicides because they 
contain an array of bioactive chemicals that are 
generally free from harmful effects.” 
 
So I find this a little misleading as the concentration 
needed to kill insects would likely be harmful to various 
other animals and humans. Is there any reference or 
study which used the extracts on rodents in the same 
concentrations as used in this study which showed no 
harmful effects? I am not aware of any study so maybe 
address this issue please. 

We appreciate that point and have corrected 
that impression by deleting the last part that 
says: “that are generally free from harmful 
effects” 
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