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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  
1. The paper topic is good but the quality of the presentation should be improved; Author emphases only on  
new wave of conflict of farmers in Nigeria, but did not include ant scientific approach to reach solution of 
conflict.  
 
2. This is a simple conceptual work, for augmenting the quality of paper,  author should add some reliable data 
related population and climate change use mathmetical application to prove population and climate change 
responsible for conflict (If possible).   
3. Data should be added of 385 sample farmers who have been surveyed to know thier view rellated conflict. 
 
4. Abstract is a window of paper, it has to be improved with clear objectives, method and results.  
 
5. Sample study analysis related farmers have need more explanation, what criteria has been adopted to select 
the sample farmers and  period of study should be mentioned. 
6. Conclusion  should be clear with mentioned data, merit, demerit and reasons. 
7. More data figures can be add to increase quality of research for publication as per Journal guidelines.  
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