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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 
 

 
1. What is the potential of these Trichogramma species to parasitize? Until this is known, it may be assumed that eggs 

densities provided were few and this may lead to superparasitism . Find space for this probably in the materials and 
methods and provide reasons why you specifically used such densities 

2. Your study was a laboratory study, how would this compare with field studies. You need to include this in your discussion. 
Is there evidence of performance in the field? 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: Correct the statement “a functional response bioassay was performed……. And different egg ages of the host -to read-
different egg densities of the host. I don’t see the aspect of age being examined in this manuscript. 
 
Page 1, line 21, delete “s” from causes and add “d” to read caused 
line 22, reference 7 appears many times, what does this mean. Delete the others 
line 32, I don’t understand the use of “created” in this sentence, replace with “reared” 
In your introduction, it would be useful to the reader to understand the different types of functional response  and their importance 
or significance 
Line 53, replace “created” with “reared”   
Line 54, replace “formed” with “reared” 
Line 56, Replace  “creations” with “colonies”. I don’t know what exactly you mean here 
Line 70, replace “submitted” with “subjected” and “confirm” with “determine or investigate”. I guess you want to find if your 
response variables have effects or not. 
In line 73 to 78, what was your research question (s)? This is not clear here 
Table 1, There are no letters in the rows as stated. Only upper case letters are notable in the columns. 
Line 128, there is no need to state that “no confidence interval overlap…..observed”, simply say “the differences were 
significant…….” 
Line 155, like I mentioned before, you can’t speculate about maximum reproductive capacity without giving the potential number of 
eggs that the Trichogramma species could really parasitize! Refer to the earlier comment above. 
Line 185, you state that your study‘s “short handling time and higher search efficiency” was a good results. What is the 
significance of this? Mention that here 
In the references, reference 18 seems to be missing in the text? 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript will contribute to the understanding of the potential for use of the two parasitoids in biological control. The paper 
would however improve greatly appropriate  scientific terms are used in certain areas pointed out. 
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