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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 
 

 
Introduction 
 
Kindly stress the relevance of the research to the study area and what readers are to 
expect from the research at the concluding part of the introductory section. 
 
Materials and Methods 
 
1. Were the study and the writing of the research paper carried out in one month? Is 
that correct? If not, kindly correct. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Is there a reason for conducting the study in April, related to climate conditions? 
 
2. Please, add some recommendations from the study’s findings for implementation by 
environmental agencies and environmentalists in general. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study is well carried out. I am particularly fascinated by the rigor in the presentation of 
the results and how scholarly the discussion was made. The methodology is sound and 
comprehensive enough to allow for replication of the study for validation of the results by 
other scholars. It merits publication after the few suggestions have been effected. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical 
issues here in details) 
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