
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Current Journal of Applied Science and Technology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_CJAST_89371 
Title of the Manuscript:  

EVALUATION OF RADIOLOGICAL HAZARDS ASSOCIATED WITH SOME SELECTED MINING SITES IN NIGER STATE, NIGERIA 

Type of the Article  
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalcjast.com/index.php/CJAST/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
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 author(s) is suggested to carefully proofread the whole context and makes the 
necessary corrections, as indicated in context, to improve the quality of the manuscript.  
The author should be careful in text representation and language as there are many 
grammatical errors, page layout and incomplete sentences in this paper. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author(s) is suggested to pay attention to spacing, indention and paragraphing. 
Attention has to made especially for presenting superscript and subscript. 
The representation of equations are not cleared (attention has to made especially in 
numbering the equations, quantity units and for presenting the “×” instead of “x”). 
As an academic paper, the references in this paper are not comprehensive and 
appropriate. Authors should pay adequate attention to citation.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

On the whole, the writing framework and the content of the paper are not clear enough. 
The authors should please check and revise carefully the whole context in accordance with 
journal guidelines. 
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