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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 
 

 
Good and relatively innovative short article fit for publication by BJI. However, some 
modifications and additions need to be done on the paper before it can be 
considered for publication. 
 
The findings of the article need to be discussed. Considering this is not the first 
study of its kind in the world, it is necessary to discuss the findings of the paper. 
This should be done in a comparative fashion i.e comparing and contrasting the 
present findings with the findings of other authors who have conducted similar 
research. A proper discussion of the findings will give the paper more scientific 
robustness. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good short article very much fit for publication by BJI. However the aforementioned 
comment and evaluation should be incorporated in the paper before it is considered for 
publication. 
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