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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 
 

Reduce the introduction kind of words (sentences) from the abstract, 423 words are 
so much to know about the crisp of a paper. 
 
Page 2: “This article was specifically designed…”, I think this should be “This article is 
specifically designed…”. Likewise go through the manuscript and try to use present tense. 
“The objective of the study was…”. 
 
Conclusion section does not have any number, those are listed in abstract. It will be 
interesting conclusion has some bullets-points from abstract and test of the manuscript. 
 
Whaere is Rusizi park, in Bujumbura?  
 

Thank you for all the suggestions. They are very relevant and we will 
revise accordingly 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rusizi national Park is located in Burundi, at 12 km far from the Capital 
City Bujumbura, at the border with D.R of Congo 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
A well written manuscript. 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


