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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 44: “So the loss of insect leads threatened to biodiversity” statement not clear. 
Line 55 “In addition degeneration of mitochondrial membrane can initiate a cascade of free 
radical reactions” needs citation 
Line 75 “hemolymph was pooled group and gender-wise” statement is unclear 
Line 78 “The data were calculated evaluate consumption index (CI),” 
Line 101 “Lima-Oliveira et al. 2016.” Formatting error should be Lima-Oliveira et al. (2016)” 
Line 134 “In vivo”  “in vitro” could be written in italics. Kindly fix this throughout the texts. 
Line 209 “otherorthopteran” typos 
Line 297 “india” capitalize I 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I was able to detect several typos and grammar errors in the manuscript. This can be 
improved upon for readers to easily comprehend the interesting study the authors have 
performed. 
Overall, I find the methods to be very thorough and the findings support the conclusion. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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