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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 9, line 74: False 15hp, true 15 hp. 
 
Line 107, line 111: False 7930kg/m3, true 7930 kg/m3 

 

Line 40: False FAO (2005), true FAO (Garcia at all 2005) 
 
Line 75: False 1460rpm, true 1460 rpm. 
 
Line 101: The chamber and other...... (The sentence is not clear) 
 
Line 187: is (KtMt)2  in or out of square? 
 
Line 205: Source (NIOMR) must add to reference. (Is this an article, or a report, or a 
book?) 
 
Line 211: False 13kg, true 13 kg 
 
Line 220,221,222: W(kg), t(min), Tp(kg/h). I think, Tp is (kg/min) or t is (h). Which one? 
 
   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Line 12 NIOMR may explain. 
 
There are some mathematicals symbol fault. For example Line 176:L=K*P, Line 
182:PX60/2πn, Line 127: V.R  I think, use only one symbol (* or X or .) 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This article is a very good study for Nigeria and fish feed extruder.  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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