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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract. The author should give the work out for proofreading for correction 
 
2. Majority of the citations/references are too old. At least 2015 – 2019 are okay. For paper 
written in 2019. 
 
3. The paper should be structured as follows: 
  I. Introduction 
  II. Methodology 
  III. Results and Discussions 
  IV. Conclusion 
 
4. Conclusion: The conclusion as it is, is recommendation. In conclusion, you state the 
work done, how you did it, results, and how the work contributed to this field. No citations at 
this stage. 
 
5. The paper should be resubmitted for evaluation after the above corrections are effected 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  2:  
 

 
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 

Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Jackson Akpojaro 
Department, University & Country University of Africa, Nigeria 

 
 


