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Compulsory REVISION comments -

Abstract needs to be shorter (it is so long)

The framework of abstract is not followed (starting in order with a principal, then brief
introduction, referring to the important parts of methods and brief conclusion)

Remove some boring results in abstract, it is not necessary to use in this part

The conclusion of abstract is so general and never shows what is obtained

Part of 1.2 Method is very short and needs to be more clear

There are not the methods of measurements in the laboratory

In part of “1.2.1 Physical quality of wastewater”, it is better to use a table for comparison
All the results of the ?2.2.2 Chemical quality of wastewater from the Yaoundé SABC’’ can be
demonstrate on two charts and comparison in a paragraph

Some references are not in the text (it is not acceptable)
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Using reference into texts is not ordinary and make confusion: Dahou and Brek; (2013)- please
use this manner (Dahou and Brek; 2013) if journal format let you.

Using “Pareto diagram” in introduction makes confusing condition. Please use this when the
diagram is immediately after or before it.

Figure 2 is blurring a lot

Figure 3is so simple and no needs to show on the graph

Figure 4 is blurring

Table 1 needs the reference of the laboratory

Figure 5is blurring

Figures 9 and 10 are blurring a lot
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Font needs to be modified specially in abstract and references
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