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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.All areas with yellow highlight should be corrected

2.Your abstract’s wordings is grossly inadequate . So should conform to publication standard
with clearly written objectives, methods, result, conclusions, key words etc

3.Your internal references should be well and appropriate bracketed and not superscripted
and your references should conform to that of the publishers.

4.Please could it be the is no discussion in this work.

5.The work is not detail.

6.In fact the author or authors should re-visit the author’s guide for publishers to conform to
right standard .

7.Write the chemicals names in full and appropriately

8.In line 52 and 54 reconstruct the statement using a more appropriate scientific language.
9.In 69 and 70 rectify the issue of the number of animal grouping

10. Line 83 complete the reference
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