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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please, review the copy of manuscript sent as attachment. 
I suggest take out the paragraphs from lines 22-28. 
Line 49, include the name of country, Not all people know where is Anyigba, Kogi State. 
I suggest take out the paragraph between lines 49 – 53 
Line 123, Please include the type of statistical test used in the study. 
Lines 125 – 158, Please indicate the p-values (significant or not) in the tables and figures. 
 
 
 

 
 Paragraph has been deleted 
 Country has been added 
 Paragraph has been deleted 
 Spss version 20.0 was used for the statistical analysis.  Considering 

the pattern of study, which involved human populations, triplicate 
determination of values were not made, hence a post hoc (significant 
difference) test was not carried out. Values were rather calculated 
and represented as frequencies and percentages. 
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