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Evaluation Criteria: 
Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a brief 
explanation for each 3-less point rating. 

Questions 
Rating Result 
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) The title of the manuscript is self explanatory and a pointer 
to the broad theme studied.  

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The abstract should be modified to explain in brevity the importance of Pottassium to warrant its 
economic excracts.  

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
Some of the long sentences could be shortened without lossing their meanings. Besudes concise 
presentations of fact willpromote understanding by the journal audience 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The methods of analysis are well detailed inthe manuscript. 



 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
Yes, though the body of the paper is clear, however, somce statements and paragraph were clumsy 
and difficult to decipher. I will suggest a language review to promote brevity and comprehension by 
the Journal’s audience 
 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The conclusion summarizes the study findings correctly 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The references are comprehensive and appropriateto the study 

 
 

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation)： 

Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 

Return for major revision and resubmission  

Reject  
 

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

• The study explored a neglcted waste to wealth initiative, which of course could 

be explored to promote sustainable development in a developing economy using 

appropriate technolgy.  

• The introoductory paragraph of the abstract should be improved to justify the 

economy and use Potassium and to inform the Journal’s audience why the study is 

of utmost importance to readers  

• The ease of flow through language editting of the manuscript should be reviewed 

to promote easy comprehension by the Journal’s audience. 



• The number of samples (n) in Tables 1, Table 2, Table 3and Table 4 should be 

indicated. 

• The arrangement of Bars in Figure 3 should be in order of magnitude 

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

• The manuscript presenta a waste to wealth initiative that could be explored to 

reduce waste and promote wealth among the people. The paper uses a scientific 

examination, using standard methods to identify the proportion of waste that 

could be recovered in an economic manner, which is commendable.  

• The language editting ofthe manuscript is recommendedto promote easy flow of 

ideas to the Journals audience. 

• The number of samples (n) in Tables 1, Table 2, Table 3and Table 4 should be 

indicated. 

• The arrangement of Bars in Figure 3 should be in order of magnitude 
 

 


