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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) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

The article is an interesting study but requires some 
modifications: 
- At the samples sampling, preparation and evaluation 
should be used some procedures regulated by 
legislation (national, if exist, or international). 
- Some of the data presented in tables can be better 
evidenced by using graphs. 
- More recent references. 

As far as Nigeria is concerned, there is no 
procedure regulated by legislation that we need 
permission for. 
Were we to use live animals, ethical approval 
would have been required. 
All the data except one has been presented in 
forms of charts. 
More recent references have been included, the 
most recent being 2017. 
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