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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 paper lacks coherence and cohesiveness. Suggest to re-structure the
paper so it is more easily understood.

• Please review how the paper is written. It would seem that paragraphs are
copied verbatim from sources. Please see turnitin report.

Thank you for your comments. We have modified the manuscript as per the
comments.

Minor REVISION comments
Grammatical errors and sentence structure (logic)

• Please check document for grammatical errors (example: lines 8, 11/12)
• Line 14/15 – results (male, single, etc.) – it would seem that the sentence is off.

Try to restate considering logical presentation of results
• Line 18 and 19 – seems a contradiction – land fallowing, etc. contribute to

“land been sustainable” while minimum tillage, etc. contribute to “land
sustainability”? Please clarify.

• Line 32/33 – do you have data for entire Nigeria for the land-human ratio?
The sentence is talking about Nigeria but you provided data for southwestern
Nigeria which is off

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


