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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 
 

 
The authors need to: a) change the title, to describe exactly the work done, like crude 
natural extracts against …); b) review the orthography; c)  describe the method used for to 
dry the plants; change “extraction of organic molecules”  for crude extracts; d) describe in 
the tables: a) statistical differences; b) positive control (like an commercial insecticidal), c) 
standard deviation ; e) describe in the figures: statistical differences; positive control (like 
an commercial insecticidal) ),  standard deviation;  change this figure to black and white, 
and show the Y axis. 
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