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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

Minor REVISION comments

native English speaker.
-Abstract too long

- Introduction Check the grammar, tenses and language.
-Certain sentences are difficult to understand. Correct the language using a

-Itis too long , the paragraph of ref.2, also too long

e The paper has been given to native English speaker for editing

e | don't think the abstract is too long, it falls within the standard
requirement of the journal

Optional/General comments

The literature list is too limited.

revision.

world.

The paper looks interesting and valuable - | see the good — but it needs a minor

This manuscript will be of great usage to introduce other parts of the

e The literature is not limited this is due to fact less work has been the
done on elephant grass. This paper seeks to add new information to
existing body of knowledge,
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues
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