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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 manuscript is fall in the scope and aims of JALSI

The quality and the scientific soundness of the paper to some extent okay
All corrections and questions should be done and answered before the start of the publication process
There is no ethical approval code or statement (should enclose)

There is no declaration of conflict interests

There is no data availability

There is no author contributions

There is no acknowledgement

There is no recommendations

Add seller instead of vendors

UNTO or into ???

Add microscopy , histological assessment to the keywords

Add downward instead of immemorial

Add standard instead of norm

Enugu state----which country ???

Add microscopy instead of micromorphology

Figure 1-D---there is a lot of air bubbles

Could be fatal to the consumer --clear that

Discussion should be concise and based upon compression the obtained results with those of the previous
investigators

Ref(1)----of missing data (issue, volume , page numbers??
The most cited references need to be more updated
References numbers ---2,4, 13---missing data

Reference number 12---contained more than 6 authors
Ref(13&14)---very old and of missing data

Numbers of references okay but not good

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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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