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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 
 

Abstract: Authors should review the tenses used. Use past tense where necessary. 
Also, mentioning that the method is/was cost effective which is outside the scope of 
your study does not augur well. 
Check and correct the number of your subheadings. 
It is proper to write “mL” instead of “ml”. Always give a space before addition units 
to actual values. 
Report in past tense when outlining the methods employed. 
In your discussion, there was too much repetition of some words such as 
“statistically”. Your discussion should be presented in a more scientific manner and 
therefore must be revisit. 
Authors are advised to revisit and look at the overall grammatical errors in the 
manuscript. You may download “grammarly” application for assistance. 
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Description of study area: Needs revisiting and reconstruction 
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