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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Introduction 
The introduction is too short. The author(s) should give adequate background information 
on the subject matter citing relevant references. The justification and the objectives of the 
study should be clearly stated. 
 
Materials and Methods 
This section should have subheadings including: 
 
Study Area 
 
Sources and method of data collection (The specification of the weeder(s) including year(s) 
of manufacture should be stated). 
 
Sampling techniques and sample size 
 
Methods of Data Analysis 
 
Results and Discussion 
Table(s) should be used to display the results.  
 
The discussion of the results should be conducted citing relevant literatures to justify the 
results obtained. 
 
Other comments, in the manuscript, should be taken care of. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 
 
 

 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Oluwaseun A. Otekunrin  

Department, University & Country University of Ibadan, Nigeria 

 


