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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 
 

 
The article entitled, “Identification and management of pests and diseases of garden crops 
in Santa, Cameroon”. The manuscript results are well presented and discussed properly. 
Manuscript is useful for journal readers globally. This article may be accepted for publication 
after minor revision. 
 
1. Keywords should be minimum five meaningful and alphabetically arranged. 
2. Follow the preparation of manuscript and reference according to journal pattern. 
3. Many typographical errors should be corrected. 
6. See other comments in the manuscript for revision. 

1. Thanks the keywords have been added but I think generally the key 
words always end with the name of the study site or country  

2. Preparation of manuscript and referencing system corrected 
according to Journal pattern 

3. Typographical errors corrected 

Minor REVISION comments   
 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript results are well presented and discussed properly. Manuscript is useful for 
journal readers globally. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
No ethical issues in the manuscript 

 
 


