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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 
 

Line 99:  Tables 1, 2 & 3 and Figures 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 & 2.6 are  all results and should be placed under Results and then  
discussed and Not under Procedure.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The author(s) should equally include photographs or diagrams of equipment/materials and experimental set-up in the paper for 
clarity and to uphold the ethics of experimentation and research integrity. Diagrams are vital means of depicting scientific details.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Line 16:   Micro structurally scan should read, Micro structural scan 
Lines 31 & 32: (Anyalebechi, Owate and Avwiri 2013, Koch, bronger,  Thompson, Virmani and Payer 2002, …), should read   
(Anyalebechi et al, 2013; Kosh et al, 2002, …) 
Lines 35 & 36: (John F. Kennedy space center  (KSC) TM-584C. Revision C 1994) should read John (1994) …. 
Line 57: (Anyalebechi et., al 2013, Ihom, Nyior, Nor, Segun and Ogbodo 2012), should  read (Anyalebechi et al 2013; Ihom, et al, 2012). 
Line 82:  Weight loss instead of weight les 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is scientifically and technically sound, relevant and will thus contribute to knowledge.  
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