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Title: Modify the Title to reflect the content of the 
paper.  Suggested title: The use of of Fermented 
Cassava (Manihot esculenta) and Ripe Plantain 
Peels (Musa paradisiaca) as feed: effects on 
haematological and histological parameters of 
albino rats. 
 
Aims: Should read the effects of cassava not on 
cassava. 
 
Study design: start the sentence with THE diet.  
 
Line 69. How can the rats have average weight of 
63kg? You must mean 63g, please check, as 63kg 
represent the weight of an adult human being. 
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Where were the rats obtained from? Were they 
acclimatized before the experiments? 
 
Line 97: Results and Discussion should be separated. 
Line 275: discussion should be numbered 4. 
Line 338: Conclusion should be numbered. 
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