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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. The Abstract should be recasted to show a concise
reflection of the study introduction, methodology,
results and conclusions.

2. All the et al,, in the full text should be properly

written ie italicised followed by full stop and a coma.

3. In the methodology, there should be two controls
(ie a no treatment control and a treatment with a
standard insecticide). A standard insecticide should

be introduced and used to compare with the extracts.

This will bring out the beauty of this work.

| agree with the point raised by the
reviewer, however, we introduced neem
insecticide as standard, since alot of
research has been carried out on it and is
considered one of the most powerful insect
growth regulator as available now.
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