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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

Minor REVISION comments
Please pay attention to some aspects regarding the paper aspect:

- there is more than one Font used;

- also, more than one colour — black, grey;

- alignment left or justify?

- alot of free rows before and after each table.
Check the writing, there are some mistakes — “deltamethian” instead of “deltamethrin”;
“ovoposition” instead of “oviposition”, for example.
Scientific names aren’t always made ltalic.

Use the Equation format from Office Word, it's very helpful. In addition, add numbers for
each equation.

Correct “References” — they are written in different styles, colours etc. Also, they are not
always correctly mentioned in the text — “Busungu et al., 1991” instead of “Busungu and
Mushobozy, 1991”; “Lale, 2003” instead of “Lale and Vidal, 2003”.

“Discussion” is replacing the “Conclusions”?

I will check the font, color, alignment, spacing and spelling mistakes.
| will go through to see that all scientific names are in italic.

I will use equation format and number the equations.

I will have to change my referencing style, and see that they are
mentioned correctly in the text.

o | will look at the discussion again to see if it actually replaces the
conclusion.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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