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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 
 

  

Major REVISION comments 
 

In the introduction, the information is not logical and has duplicate ideas. Information from number 1 to number 9 is almost 
unnecessary, the author needs to get the main idea. The author needs to add more information on orange spoilage as well as 
economic loss from previous studies. 
The author needs to recheck the manuscript: Some information in italics in the results such as infecting 10% of the oranges; the 
information about fungi should be italicized; Is Aspergillus fumgatus incorrect? 
Sampling time in the air 5 minutes, 10 minutes, 15 minutes and 20 minutes is described by the author in the materials and 
methods section. However, the author's results are only general but not specific on how long after sample collection, and what 
species can be isolated.  
Assessment of artificial infection of sweet oranges should be kept under conditions suitable for the Gamboru market in 
Maiduguri, Nigeria and the degree of infection of each species after a certain period of time need add to the result section. 
Penicillium oxalicum isolated from eighty of the orange samples in the results section was incorrect. 
The author should review the presentation of the references (the presentation of the references must be the same in principle), 
is the title of the journal abbreviated or not? 
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