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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 
 

 
The research work is germaine and the work is relevant to the present trend in 
research into the use of phytobiotics to replace antibiotics. The methodology is well 
spelt out and the data was well analysed., Result and discussion were detailed, the 
tables were well arranged. If the minor corrections are well effected then the paper 
can be considered for publications. The minor corrections are stated below    
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) The abstract need to be reduced to at least 250 words 
2) The keywords need to be well arranged alphabetically 
3) The conclusion need to be summarized 
4) The references need to be well articulated and journals sited need to be 

abbrevated or written in full as both will not be accepted 
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The research work is up to standard only need minor corrections 
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