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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 manuscript is well-written. However, some minor errors are spotted and it 
needs correction prior to final manuscript publication. 

1.  No keywords after Abstract. Please include. 
2. Ref [8] & Ref [1] appears in main text after Ref [9] in Page 2 Line 38 – 41. 

Please re-arrange the citations in ascending order for better readability. 
Thanks! 

3. Please include Figure captions for Fig. 1 to Fig. 3 for Plate 1 to Plate 3 
respectively. 
Thanks! 

 
 
 

 
1. Key words included 
2. Nothing wrong with citation order. Ref [8] & Ref [1] is a quotation 

from the same reference quoted earlier in line 28 and 35. Citation 
has been done in order of journal guideline. A similar method 
used in Bassey et al.; AJAAR, 7(1): 1-6, 2018; Article 
no.AJAAR.40320. 

3. Corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


