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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. The generic and species names on lines 65, 66 

and 69 should be separated. 

2. Line 66- Sitophylus  should be corrected to 

“Sitophilus”, granaries to be corrected to 

“granarius” 

3. Entries in the 1st column of Table 3 should not 

be in italics.  

4. Check your Tables and be consistent in writing 

‘frequency’ and ‘per cent’. 

5. Remove anything bold on the tables. 

6. There is no consistency in the references: 

i. SRID (20111) in the text but not on the 

list. 

ii. Obeng-Ofori (2008) on the list but not in 

the text. 

iii. Osei-Agyeman et al. (2014) on the list 

but not in the text. 

The references are generally too scanty. More literature 

is required to improve the quality of the paper. 
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