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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the importance this 
manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

No. 
See below 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is well-structured and clear.  
However, the findings of the paper are not presented clearly, for example, details 
of the processing methods, and utilizations, so that the reader could not realize the 
importance of this review. I recommend less introductory parts, and extended 
results and discussions. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? No  

Please write few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? 
Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

The title of the manuscript emphasizes on the utilization of chitinous wastes "in 
Nigeria" which could be a valuable regional report on the subject. This aim is 
followed up to section 3, which ends with a list of economically valuable animals. 
From this point, the reader expects to see what is going with these processed and 
product "in Nigeria". Unfortunately, the rest of the manuscript is a detailed 
description of the methods, and various implications of chitosan, generally. This is 
practically a text to introduce chitosan, which can be found everywhere, without 
any new knowledge, without any analysis, and has no point of attraction. 
I recommend the authors to turn to their main aim and focus: the situation in 
Nigeria. How it is dealt with there, by which of the methods, which implications, 
how much production, what secondary products, etc. but "in Nigeria". 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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