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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Title:  

 Indicate the crop of interest because C. puncticollis attack other crops/plants.  
 Indicate the location of the experiment.  
 State the kind of extract applied, i.e. emulsion, aqueous, etc.  
 Sweetpotato is a root and not a tuber crop. Please replace tuber(s) with root(s) in 

the whole text. 
 Was quantitative analysis carried out in this work? Show. 

Background  
 Objective of the study should be explicit 

M & M 
 Comments are in the manuscript 

Results  
 Tables should flow and not be broken (should be in separate pages). 

References  
Stathers et al. 2005 and Adedire and Ajayi 1996 were not listed in reference section. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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