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1. The abstract is not well written;
2. The results were not detail enough and 

lacks general scientific expression.  
3. There were a lot of typo errors. 
4. Formatting was not standardized. 
5. There was no hypothesis testing, although 

the authors attempt to report by  
6. There were sub-headings with write-ups of 

only two or three-line sentences. Clearly 
this is unacceptable. 

7. The results were not well presented. There 
was a general lack of coherence in the 
results presentation. 
 
 

1. The abstract is short but very 
informative.  

2. Scientific expressions for the research 
were carried out and adequate 
discussion was equally made.  

3. All the errors observed were corrected.  
4. Formatting was standard.  
5. Hypothesis tests were observed.  
6. We increase the number sentences on 

sub-heading C to four while second to 
the last sub-heading was merged. 

7. The presentation was made on the order 
of density - diversity - similarity - 
comparison. That is testing ecological 
parameters - statistical analysis.   

 
 

 


