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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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ABSTRACT PART 
Aims: 
 No need of writing “The exploitation of frogs has increased in recent years in several areas of Côte d'Ivoire. In the 

region of Tonpki in the west of the Côte d’Ivoire, these amphibians are used to fill the deficits in animal proteins of 
the populations” simply focus on the aim 

Conclusion 
 It is entirely a recommendation; please try to briefly summarize and conclude on it 
Key words: repeated two times 
Introduction 
 Well written but lacks an elaborated literature review so add some more  
 
Material and methods  
Study area: needs a reference for the data 
Data analysis method are not clearly stated 
Results : good 
Discussion:  
 A sentence like “The most used technique was arrow fishing (57.1%)” are a repetition of results so better to avoid it 
 In discussion and conclusion part we did not see the effect of different harvesting system or not clearly stated the 

problem and its solutions. it is simply a bunch of findings. It must be revisited 
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