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Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments In your write up there appear some disjoint: no smooth flow of thought. For example
see line 32 and 33.
Map of the study area will add colour to this work. Noted
Optional/General comments This is experimental design work, or field work , one expects 1-2 cross sections in plates.
When these areas and as spelt out in the work is taken into consideration, | think the work
is good to go.
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