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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the

article. 4

The title is clear with appropriate structure and adequate to the content of the article.
However, it is appropriate to rephrase as: “’Epidemiology of monogenean gill parasite
infections in Nile Tilapia Oreochromis niloticus (Teleostei : Cichlid) from Agneby
river, Cote d’Ivoire”’.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 4

The abstract summarizes most of the study, and clearly presents the objects, methods
and key findings with an appropriate length (182 words). The abstract lacks the
structure of the subheadings (Purpose, Methods, Results and Conclusion) according to
the journal guidelines.

The abstract requires review and correction of few grammatical errors.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4

The paper is clear and well organized, however, there are grammatical and spelling
mistakes that require revise by the author/s

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Description of methods is well described according to the research’s nature, purpose
and design. Random sampling was effectively employed in data gathering and
resulted in clear fulfilment of the research aims.

The sampling size and time of research conducting were clearly specified.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

The results were explained in chronological order and the data presented in tables.
Results section clear of any grammatical or spelling errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
4
supported by the content.
Requires review by the author. Conclusion is concise.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

References are appropriate and comprehensive.
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Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
- Minor corrections are required, as suggested above.
- Include limitations for this study, if any.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

-Can be accepted for publishing after completion of corrections by author as this
article is clearly to be a student’s own work.

-The review of the literature is thorough so the reader will be given an adequate
background about the topic.



