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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 
 

Title can be change as: “Stomach content, length-weight relationship and condition factor 
of Tilapia species found in the Sombreiro River across three communities in rivers state, 
Nigeria” 
Abstract:clearly define the period of the study, the conclusion must be a little summary; 
Keywords: to review, see my proposal 
Introduction: You have only described the context of the study. What problem do you 
want to deal with? Where are the objectives of this work?  Incomplete introduction in 
general 
Materials and methods: the study area was omitted; must be restructured (see the 
manuscript). You must use the allometric coefficient b of the weight / length relationship 
obtained in each station to calculate the condition factor K in each station, to be sure of the 
reliability of the results 
Results and discussion: Present results by species to facilitate understanding. You can 
present the 2 curves side by side to form a single figure; for each month. 
Announce your tables or figures before describe the results on most of the results. There is 
too much confusion between presenting the results and discussing the results, especially 
for the condition factor k 

Conclusion: Physico-chemical parameters were omitted in conclusion. the conclusion is 
very messy 

References: At the beginning of introduction much still exists of affirmation without 
references nevertheless they exist. Follow the guide for writing journal references both in 
the manuscript and in the references section. e.g. reference [20] should be [1] and [22] 
should be [2]; the references follow the chronological order of appearance. 

To summarize, this work is very messy in all its parts. It can only be accepted and 
published in this journal if and only if the author rewrites it 
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