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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

Reference should be well arranged in alphabetical 

order, Figure 9. Legend should be well arranged in a 

box and Figure 2. Legend should be well specificed. 

 

 

 

The guideline on referencing by the journal indicated 

numbering system  for the cited references in the body 

of the work and when listed, it should follow the 

numbering. The alphabetical order may not hold in 

this instance. As for Figs 2 and 9, it has been well 

arranged as requested by the reviewer.Thanks.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The author should check other corrections as  specified. 

 

 

I have gone through the attached PDF copy attached 

by this reviewer and all the corrections pointed at in 

Chapter three on Material and Methodology have been 

looked at and corrected. thanks 
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