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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
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It will require a modification – Appraising the Heavy Metals Reduction Potential of Some 
Indigenous Fungal Species – Case Study of a Community in Western Nigeria. 
 
No. Requires update as indicated in the manuscript. 
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chemical analyses. The author did not demonstrate the relevance of the section to the aims. 
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Rework entire segment to flow. Expand on the study background to provide a context for the 
study and reason for assaying for heavy metals and reducing opportunities. 
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Include the objectives of study and tie the discussions to each of the subject and determine 
that all conclusions appropriately addresses them. 
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