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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Review all text to correct words that were written together, for example in line 33 
"encourageslarge" 
Review all text to correct words that were spelled incorrectly, for example in line 36 
"agro ecological" 
Put the appropriate references in these sentences in lines 39-43. 
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Material and Methods 
 
In lines 127-128 there is a repetition of the objective of the study 
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In any study involving human subjects, it is important to submit the work to an 
ethics committee, demonstrating that participants give their consent and that there 
will be protection of their privacy, as well as other human rights…. This was not 
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Improve writing on lines 186-187 
Significant data at 10 per cent probability level is something reliable in your study 
field? If yes, show reference. 
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