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Compulsory REVISION comments
-

Minor REVISION comments 1. Can you please include economics of the treatmentsand cost benefit ratio (C:B ratio) to be worked out.2. Can you please mention experimental plot size undermaterials and methods.
1. Effected. Table 5 showing the cost benefit ratioof each treatment has been included.2. The plot size has also been included under thematerials and methods.

Optional/General comments 1. The seeds of Piper Guineense may be expensive tosmall farmers (in my opinion). Please suggest anyother options if available.2. Large scale field trials are required for confirmingthe results.
1. The cost benefit ratios provided above showthat it is not expensive. The leaves of Piper
guineense are also active but large quantities areneeded which is difficult to obtain.2. This forms part of the next stage of the study.


