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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
This is a good study and to make it more useful for others, I think photographs of 
the various agents found in the cockroaches should be added to the paper.  This will 
allow other health workers to identify the parasites when they dissect cockroaches 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please use a spelling correction program on your computer to correct some spelling 
mistakes and also check the spelling of scientific names.  Also all references or the dates 
should be in parentheses ( ).   
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