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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 
 

 
Very well written article ,well explained and discussed .intresting research .very 
important issue to be addressed 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
None only few typing mistakes  
 

 
Spell and grammar checks were conducted automatically using the word 
processing software and also manual proofreading was conducted to correct 
the “typing mistakes” 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Good article  
But no study duration also mentioned ,no limitations of study mentioned 

The study was carried out between January and May, 2018 at the 
Redeemer’s University Ede. This fact has since been noted in the abstract, 
methods and materials sections of the updated manuscript. The limitation of 
funding and inability to confirm the identities of the  isolated organisms using 
molecular methods is identified as a limitation to the study and noted in the 
conclusion.  
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