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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

• Line 64, authors should introduce the geographic localization of Ekpoma town  

• Line 64, replace 1 kg by One Kg 

• Line 71-74, delete this part 

• Line 75-76: the Microbial population determination part should be more described: sample preparation, 

enumeration of each population: TVC, Coliform and Psychrophilic counts 

• Line 80-81, improve this sentence “The was allowed to cool before 20g was weighed and taken for 

laboratory analysis.” 

• Line 105, in Table 1, the authors has forgotten to put SEM for each experience. 

• In Table 1, equally, authors should compare columns” at each time : 8 am, 1 and 5 pm. 

• Comparison with other works was needed  

• Same remarks concerning the Table 2: SEM and poor discussion  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
THERE ARE NO ETHICAL ISSUES WITH THIS WORK. THE WORK IS THE 
AUTHOURS ORIGIN RESEARCH WORK. 
 

 
 


