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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Having gone through the manuscript, in conformity with SDI and IJBCRR requirements and desire to present  a relevant and  
useful information to the public domains, I therefore wish to present  the following comments: 

 

Abstract 
It is Ok 

 

Introduction 1. Line 29: Place the in text citation [2] at the end of the sentence 
2. Line 34: Join the definition of Koutoukou to the next paragraph. 
3. Line 38: Remove the dates: 2002, 2015, 2014 and 2009 in the in text citation. Only names are required. Then the [5, 6, 7, 8] 

should be placed at the end of the sentence. 
4. Line 42 – 46: “This study proposes to …………..”! Are you presenting proposal or an already completed research? Recast. 

 

 

Materials and Methods 1. Line 49: check spelling of “Material” 
2. Line 61 Why use 2-2- instead of 2.2.? 
3. Line 64, 74, 79 and 80: same as above 

 

Results and Discussion 1. Why use Roman numeral for Table 2? 
2. Line 122 – 129: Should be part of introduction 
3. Line 129 – 177: The author spent time writing what should have been presented under introduction. He fails to make 

reference to the results of his works as presented in Figure 2, Table 1 and 2. 
4. Note under results and Discussion section, you are expected to present your results, Highlight the observations and interpret 

them statistically, show the implication or relevance of each result, compare and contrast with previous studies and establish 
a position on what new information your work  has brought to the table of knowledge. You have not achieved this in your 
results and discussion section. 

 

Conclusion 1. Recast, reflecting the objectives achieved at the end of study.  

References References are Ok.  
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
The content of this manuscript is shallow. It also has poor scientific inclination. 
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