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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 
 

Materials and methods needs urgent review. How 
can the authors write that Samples were identified 
using Olasebikan and Raji (1998) 
95 and Idodo-Umeh (2003)? Please state METHODS 
OF SAMPLE identification.What key what measures 
wee taken? Authors also wrote that The 
 food materials were observed under low power 
magnification of binocular microscope and 
118 identified to the lowest possible taxon with the aid 
of keys provided by Mellanby (1975) and 
119 Quigley (1977).  
Which method was used in this research? 
How did the authors determine full stomach , ½, ¼, 
etc? This is important because the fish were not 
same WEIGHT. The stomach content and fullness 
were not related to the weight of the fish at all. 
Finally the result were not analysed for statistical 
significance. How can you say that fewer molluscs 
for eg is not more important than much plant 
materials? 

The materials and methods are all properly 
reviewed to include the methods of collection 
and identification of the specimen. 
 
It also includes the determination of stomach 
content. 
 
 
I quite agree with reviewer that the stomach 
content and fullness should be related to the 
weight of the fish. This just a preliminary study. 
We shall incorporate in subsequent work. 
 
All other issues are properly addressed 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments   
 


