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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 
 

 
[1] This is good work but the article should be written with good English writing 
standard which is the case for the article but some spelling mistakes and word 
omissions need to be done as I have done in a supporting way that should be shared 
with the authors to reflect on and incorporate.  
[2] The writing of the reference should be consistently be written in one style and 
please write the names of all the authors and not et al. the article looks like what 
would constitute a chapter in a PhD thesis. The first page and last page of each 
reference should also be included.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
See above 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Well done with your research and the results of your research have paved the way for other 
research work that should be recommended to reaffirm your findings as well as to be 
further expanded to include other animals and human beings in the future.  
Ethical approvement for these research studies should be obtained always.  
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