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      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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Yes. It is very importance as it gives information on the prevalence of the miceobes under 
studies 
 
It very suitable 
 
 
It is okay 
 
 
It is very appropriate 
 
It is very correct provided the data are correctly obtained and recorded without mistake 
 
 
The reference are very recent and sufficient but there some corrections to be effected which 
has be highlighted in the manuscript 
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The researched article is commendable. The article is clear and the introduction section is 
good and shows the importance of the study. Literature review is adequate. The article 
should be published after correction has been effected 
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