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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? community from Nigeria and the region from the sample.

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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4. The structure of the manuscript is appropriate.

suggest additional references.

but not wrong.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
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| consider that the study is limited to Rivers state and has a limited importance.
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