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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 
 

- Pl. avoid using abbreviation in your abstract. And please provide the full 
form of your abbreviation in the first paragraph of every section 

- ‘In Nigeria, though the system is illegal, it is permitted under some regulations, 
restricted to domestic use only while in other countries it is only permitted for small-
scale commercial production.’ Pl provide evidence in the form of primary 
reference of the Forest Law or secondary reference as in cited from other 
works. 

- ‘Therefore, studies like this, tailored to provide and support the dissemination of 
reliable market information are invaluable and expedient.’ Your sentence is 
vague. Pl use simple and concise sentence to describe your study objective. 

- I don’t think Table 1 is relevant to be inserted in your method. Just write 1 or 
2 sentences to describe your sampling design and sample size. 

- Don’t put the source of your result i.e. ‘Source: Field survey, 2013’ as this is 
your own result and not a secondary data. 

- Results & Discussion: Please summarise your result. 
- Section 3.5: Combine all of your results into 1 table and discuss it. 
- Do you combine your results % discussion sections or not? Pl refer to your 

Section 3 and Section 4 
- Conclusion: Have you answer your research objective? 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

- Pl check the usage of your comma because it can change the meaning of 
your sentence. 
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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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