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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

Minor REVISION comments

What was the software used for the study.
How could you run ANOVA on qualitative data (questionnaire).

ANOVA is used when data is replicated and randomised (eg.RCBD, CRD, Factorial, Latin
Square or Split plot Designs.)

It is not acceptable in research to present ANOVA tables in the RESULTS section. Rather
you could use table/figure of means for that purpose. Reconsider this part well.

- The software used was SPSS version 16 though it was erroneously
omitted in the initial draft sent. Line 174-175

- Both ANOVA and Chi-Square (x°) test of fitness were used in the
analysis. Chi-square goodness of fit was used to determine whether
or not the occurrence of categories within a variable is significantly
equal based on the frequency of their occurrence while one way
ANOVA was used to establish whether there is significant difference
in the mean prevalence and survival of medicinal trees and shrubs on
farms. Lines 22, 166-175, 194-201, 229-232, 244-252.

Optional/General comments
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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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