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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The article makes a positive impression, it is written on an actual issue for the region. The 
article is devoted to the study of mulching and water nutrition in the cultivation of cocoa 
plants.  
The graphs (Figure 2-4) do not show all the columns and symbols to the diagram (however, 
this may be due to different software versions on the computers). Figure 5 is contained in 
the text separately from the caption, the photo quality is quite low. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It may be appropriate to arrange the text and tables in a different way to avoid large spaces 
between the text and table breaks. 
Should the sowing depth be indicated in Table 2 if this parameter is the same in all 
columns of the table? These data can be included in the description of the methodology. 
The notes to Table 5 are partly written in French 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The results of the research are described enough, the conclusions are substantiated.  
There are some technical errors in the text. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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