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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 
 

The result should be analyse using descriptive statistics not t-Test of ANOVA, 
because :- 
ANOVA- compares the mean between the groups to determine whether any of those 
means are statistically significantly different from each other. While t-Test compare 
if there is a significant variation between means of groups. 
If you monitored the parameters for dry and wet seasons, then you use t-Test. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
See text and affect the corrections in the highlighted areas. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Introduction  
 Background information provided is relevant,  
 sources of information were adequately acknowledged and  
 objectives provided is relevant 

methodology 
The source of data generation is relevant and the techniques adopted is recent and 
appropriate 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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