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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 This manuscript has a major contribution to knowledge, although it requires I will prefer the author to be more specific. Which of the section(s)
major revision before it can be published need revision.

Minor REVISION comments Almost all the corrections made by the reviewer has been effected.
Author/s should effect all the corrections referred to in the revised manuscript However the correction on the keywords was not effected. The reason

is because I don’t see anything complex in any of the key words. Non
timber forest product which has four words is a common word that has
been used as key word in many papers in many high ranking journals
by me and many other authors. A check on the net can confirm this.

Optional/General comments I don’t understand what the reviewer meant that ‘Tables should align
correctly with the title of the manuscript’. I checked the titles of all the
Tables should be aligned correctly with the title of the manuscript Tables again and I think they are okay to the best of my knowledge.
This is not the first manuscript I will send to your journal. More over |
have published in many more journals before (both local and
international journals). Honestly I found the comment odd.
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