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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. In the contents of the abstract, it should be written with the title sentence and
then the explanation starting from: Aims, Study Design, Place and Duration of
Study, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion (according to the contents of the
template provided).

2. The contents of the paper, you should follow the systematic format of writing that
applies starting from the chapter: 1. Introduction, 2. Methodology, 3. Results and
Discussion, 4. Conclusions, etc (according to the contents of the template
provided).

3. In the chapter Introduction, describe payments for environmental services (PES)
that can significantly reduce poverty levels in Nigeria through related research
results?

4. In the Methodology chapter. The total sample taken is good. Please explain,
from a total sample of 395 respondents, how many respondents for literate farmers
and non-literate farmers?

5. In the methodology chapter. Please explain, the reasons why choosing farmer
respondents who are literate and farmers who are not literate?

6. In the methodology chapter. Please describe, the specifics for the analysis of
what the data was obtained using?

Minor REVISION comments

1. References added for the last 5 years.

Optional/General comments
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