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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 
 

 
When I was going through the introduction, at a certain time, I was a little bit lost 
before reaching the part of this section dealing with the objectives of the study. So if 
the author can reconsider this, it could be helpful. 
 
The work is relevant.  
 
I simply suggest to the author to correct the different mistakes related to the length 
of some sentences, the use of punctuations, and some misspelling. 
I suggest also to the author to use instead of the name of the authors cited in the 
text, but digits to which he will combine the name of the given author in the 
References section. 
 
I will now insist on something. IN fact, in the results and discussion part, one may 
gainfully start by presenting a given result with reference to figures or/and tables if 
possible. After this, its analysis must be done in relation to itself first, then in 
relation to the other results obtained in the same field by other researchers to be 
cited. At the end, an interpretation is done in order to justify the result obtained. 
While doing this, links can be created when possible between one’s results; for 
instance: the concentration of nitrogen in soils is consistent with the plant firmness 
……. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study, highly pertinent according to the learning conditions in most of the sub-Saharan 
countries in Africa,  is up to date. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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