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Compulsory REVISION comments
The author is invited to explain why these two species were chosen for this study, and why | Revised
the lethal toxicity of the product was tested on one of these species while the other
received a lethal treatment?

The experimental design should be clearer. The analysis of variance is not perfect,
because you have tested the effect of different doses of one product on two species
belonging to the same family, with time as a repetitive variable

Thus the statistical analysis must be reviewed
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