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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 
 

-  

 
- It is necessary to place in the methodology how was the identification of the mental and behavioral changes.  

What questionnaire was used? Has any expert identified mental illness in children? 
 

Tables 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 are formatted incorrectly. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

 
- Line 56: ;which could to…(?) neuroplasticity to the… 

 
- The objectives of the study should be included at the end of the introduction. 
 
- What is Ogoni? A city? A state? A country? 
 
- Tables 1, 2 and 3 are not tables, they are frames. 
 
- It is not necessary to place the calculation of the equation of the sample size, just put the equation,  
 
which means each element and the final result. 
 
- ILines 117, 129 and 142: It is not necessary to place the source in the results. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 
- The introduction is too long. Some paragraph with basic information could be withdrawn. 
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