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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Author describing and analysing in his article titled ‘Comparison of the effectiveness of
Alum, Chlorine, Sodium Hypochlorite and Moringa’s seeds in reducing bacterial
loads in the treatment of restaurant wastewater’ is Excellent.

With best of my knowledge, some general points find out and noted down below.
e Author has clearly specified Abstract and other information in universal format but
Research objectivises are not specified
e Author used various statistical tools for analysing the Research Analysis.
e Hence, Research results are accurate
e Article design and analysing pattern is very good. But too many paragraphs
inserted and sentences, Tables constructions are not looking good
e Sufficient references are included
e This article is more useful to potential researchers who are taken research study
on Waste Management topics.
Finally, this article is graded Excellent.
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