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It is an interesting study because it uses 
pesticides derived from plants.  
However, the presentation of results should be 
didactic, the information in Table 2 is most be, be 
summarized in a paragraph because no 
differences in mortality among them larvae and 
snails.  
Table 3 can also make this more clear and 
reduced the concentration is important since 75-
100 ppm which is where the extracts are 
effective. The same on Table 4.  
I wonder to ask if they spend the solvent like 
control because the larvae could be died by the 
solvent alone and not by the plant extract. 
 

 

 

1. During the rapid screening there was no significant difference 

in the mortalities induced by all extracts of both snails and 

larvae compared to the final screening. However, I suggest it is 

only moral and ethical to present results as observed. Besides, 

the rapid screening was a prerequisite to other results obtained. 

2. The range (75-100), is indicative of the robust, screening 

method was adopted, and it was only wise to use range, as all 

screening concentrations used cannot be presented in the result. 

3. The solvents used for the plant extraction are volatile; as such 

standard method was adopted to completely evaporate all traces 

of solvent. Also extreme caution was adopted to minimize 

excessive heat in order to avoid degrading the active ingredients 

of the plant. Furthermore, the extracted plant was preserved at 

4oC, prior to the bioassay. 
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