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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

1. Start all sentences with first letter capital letter in the first word.

2. Concentrations of pesticides selected for the study is too high. Eg. 50%.
Concentrations fixed according to the concentrations specified to apply in
the field.

3. Correct for sentence formation.

4. Present the tables neatly with cross lines.

Corrections have been made and highlighted in the manuscript.

A stock culture of pesticide was prepared based on manufacture direction on
the use of the pesticide,(8ml into 1liter of distilled water) from which all
concentration used for this research was obtained from. So the percentage
were not too high. Thanks

Minor REVISION comments

Rewrite the sentence in abstract as

Soil samples were collected from university school farm, rivers
state university, Port Harcourt, Nigeria.

28 days

Introduction:

Mention concentrations of pesticides applied on the land
Methodology:

modified as modified by [2 - repeated

Petri- dishes - remove hyphen

The corrections have been made and highlighted in the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. Thanks
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