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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 
 

 In line 78, the author(s) stated that “……. with four replications”, in which this sentence 
raises questions how and why four replications. Therefore, the author(s) need to refer to 
reference(s) the reason of choosing the “four replications” 

 In line 78-79, the author(s) informed that watering was done as and when necessary. 
This needs more elaboration the exact definition of “when necessary” that refer to a 
particular period. 

 As a whole, the paper provides a comprehensive study on the effect of municipal solid 
waste compost that was conducted in cocoa research institute of Ghana. This article 
would have more valuable values when the author(s) provide the information whether 
the results would be similar in case conducted in different area that have different 
characteristics such as due to climate, the nutrition composition of land, etc. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Although exists in few places, the English needs to be improved especially with regard 
to error English. For instance, in line 29 where to was followed by verb+ing, while this 
case should be verb 1 (to improve). 

 Furthermore, the error English also exists in line 225 (corroborate), which may substitute 
with other proper term. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 
Yes, the author(s) need to explain in the methodology whether the study has 
obtained permission from formal institution to be conducted 
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