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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 abstract is wrong, not concise and must be reduced to at least 250 words in one
paragraph

The introduction is too lenghty and needed to be reduced to at most 3to 4
paragraphs

The keywords needs to be reduced to at least 5 words

The statistical analysis presentation is faulty and needed to be corrected cos the
superscript and the data presented in the table are speaking contradictory language

Their is no conlusion in the body of the work and this could make the work
unpublishable

The abstract is not wrong and it conforms with the format given by the journal.
The abstract has been reduced. It cannot be in one paragraph as the journal
wants the abstract in sections (aim, materials and method, results and
discussion) this is what the author has done. So the author followed the
correct format as required by the journal.

Keywords have been reduced to five words.
Statistical analysis have been corrected.

Conclusion has been added to the work.

Minor REVISION comments

The corrections within the body of the work need to effected

Corrections in the body of the work have been effected.

Optional/General comments

The work can be published if this key corrections are effected

Corrections have been made.
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