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PART 1: Examiner les commentaires

Commentaire de I'examinateur

Commentaire de l'auteur (s'il est d'accord avec le réviseur, corriger le
manuscrit et mettre en évidence cette partie du manuscrit. Il est obligatoire
que les auteurs écrivent leurs commentaires ici

Commentaires obligatoires sur la REVISION

Change the title. - The title said: “...in a context of global warming:...”, but the paper
don’t try about global warming. - Both regions Goh-Djiboa and Loh-Djiboa belong to
the west-central region of Cote d’Ivoire. That is explained on Methodology.

Thank you so much for your pertinent contributions. In the new manuscript,
we changed the title

Révision mineure commentaires

Some parts of the manuscript must be re-written (please see the manuscript). These are
confuse since you mix several ideas.

Thank you very much for your notice
We re-wrote these parts in this version

Observations facultatives ou générales

The information is interesting and you can improve the manuscript by writing short
sentences to do short paragraphs. In this way its readability and comprehension is better.

Thank you so much for your observations. Now, the sentences and
paragraphs are shorter than before. We sure that the comprehension of this
version is better
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