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Compulsory REVISION comments

“Evaluation of pathogenicity of conidia”
to specify : Correction done

- the conidia suspensions were prepared in distilled sterillized water ?
- it was added wetting agent ? If, yes, in what concentration ?
how long have the larvae been dipped ?

larvae morality to be replaced with larvae mortality

Minor REVISION comments In all the text, to check the space between words corrected
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